TU 10. 1/2: 995 


Aeports of the rroceedings 
oan e aTomeielet (err) m Gtejaliciasia@cire) mbeatom Ol aliccre mm lelacr: 


4 


Activities of the Administrative Office 
re) an dase Orel iastem) ecl (oie Grol era: 


judicial Susimess 


ee oe 


- . 4 W , e ¢ on Pe 
om 4 ‘ am) a, | . ras ~ ~~ re > > “~~ & CDS ; ™ 7 * and, © 
4 A i i A A _—_ a, a wo 2 _" —_ 


<a! 


ADMINISTRATIVE Optic oF THE UNitED States Courts 


Cask orm LT i TE TE SS RE na eel Tin RD BE ke 


COMPLETED 


Reports of the Proceedings 
of the Judicial Conference of the United States 


Activities of the Administrative Office 
of the United States Courts 


Judicial Business 
of the United States Courts 


Prepared By: 
Office of Management Coordination 


ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UNITED States Courts 
THURGOOD MarsHALL FEDERAL JUDICIARY BUILDING 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20544 


I 


SECTION |: 


SECTION 2: 


SECTION 3: 


CONTENTS 


REPORTS OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 
ee, 


ACTIVITIES OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS ....ccccccccccsscscssssesscsessscsececsssecscsecerseevees 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS ........ccccccccccccssscscssscssssesessessssssesssceves 


SECTION 1 


Reports of the Proceedings 
of the Judicial Conference 
of the United States 


MARCH 14, 1995 


SEPTEMBER 19, 1995 


REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS 
OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 
OF THE UNITED STATES 


Marcu 14, 1995 
WasuHinatTon, D.C. 


ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 


L. Ralph Mecham, Director 


\V 


REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS 
OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 
OF THE UNITED STATES 


MARCH 14, 1995 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 


ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE U.S. COURTS 
L. RALPH MECHAM, DIRECTOR 


REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE JUDICIAL 
CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES 


MARCH 14, 1995 
Table of Contents 

Page 
Ce vb chk el eet ee kae kena ee eedeenkeeesetesennee | 
Pe chee bbeerseeee esos 0500090500800 00008900-000080800888 4 
tee chehesrkehes sed co4000060020006050000000000000000088 4 
TPCT ETT TTT ETTPE EE TTELTLL CLT Eee 4 
"Wat WH AMNOTICR” 0 cere eee eee eeeeeess 4 
Cameras inthe Courtroom... 1... . eee 5 
Judicial Conference Foundation ................005. bees eeetoes 6 
_ gg —PerrrrrerererrLELTELELELLTTiTiety fT 6 
PD Chi cececeseeceseseeeeteeeeereeeseceeseensraeee 7 
Miscellaneous Actions .........0 0.0.00. ccc eee eee eee 9 
Committee on the Administrative Office .. 0... 0.0.0.0... eee eee eee 10 
Committee Activities 0.0.0... ee eee eens 10 
Committee on Automation and Technology ............. 0.000 c eee eee eee 10 
Long Range Plan for Automation ......0. 0 00 cc eens 10 
| TTT TET TL ELE EERE EEETELERELELELE Ee 11 
Committee on the Administration of the Bankruptcy System ............... 11 
Intercircuit Assignments of Bankruptcy Judges ................0004 1] 
Bankruptcy Administrator Program ............ 00000 e eee eee eee 1] 
Places of Holding Bankruptcy Court ............ 00.0 c eee eee 12 
Amendments to the Bankruptcy Code ........... 0.000 c cece eee ee 12 
Committee on the Budget «0.0.0... ee eee ees 12 
Budget Decentralization Guidelines and Procedures ................ 12 
Committee on Codes of Conduct .... 0... 0... 06. 13 
Committee Activities 0.00. e eee eens 13 
Committee on Court Administration and Case Management ................ 13 
TTT CE TTT TE CECE TEEEEEEEEEECELELLLTT 13 
Electronic Public Access Fees... 1... 0... ccc eee ee ees 13 

Miscellaneous Fee Schedule - Judicial Panel on 
Multidistrict Litigation ©... 0... .. ee eee ees 15 
Miscellaneous Bankruptcy Fees...........0 0.00000 ce eee eee eee 15 
ke re rr ee ere 16 
Committee on Criminal Law ww. we ees 17 
Presentence/Postsentence Reports .......... 0.00: ecu ee eee eens 17 
Judgment in a Criminal Case... 1... eee 17 
United States Sentencing Commission ..... 0 2... .. 0.00 e eee eee 17 
Witness Security Program... 0... 0... ce eee eee 18 


VI 


tee eueeesteceseeees 18 


Defender Organization Funding Requests... 0.0.0.0. 0 00000 ee 18 
SSE TTT TT Tee rE ee 18 
Criminal Justice Act Compensation oe ee ee 1B 
I ode se ee vee RAO EEE EK 84 eS 19 
Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction 0.0. ees 20 
CO ee re ee 20 
COMMICIND GR FURMNOHNT CRORGUOGUFD creer e eee erer eens 20 
Ee ee eee ee ee eee 20 
Committee on Intercircuit Assignments... 0.0 ee eee 20 
CC Ee a ee ee ee ee eee ee 20 
Committee on International Judicial Relations .. 0... 0.000000 cee eee 21 
EEE TT eT eS eee ee ee ee ee 21 
COMNNCNND GR GRO GUISE PERG eee eee e ree reese 21 
Military Survivor Benefit Plan .... 20.0... 0.0.0.0 cece ee eee 21 
COMNICIIED GR FUTUUNT TOUGUFUNR ce ee ee eee eee eees 2) 
Release of Judge-Specific Data........ 0o004b 000800000 48504% 21 
Preargument Attorney Offices 2... ....0.00 000 0c eee eee 22 
Electronic Court Recorder Operator Positions ............... 000005 22 
Transcript Format Guidelines ....... 0.0.0... 0. ccc eee eee eee 22 
Saved-Grade and Saved-Pay 0.0... cece e eee ewes 23 
TT TUT EEC CUEEEOREELELELEEETEECILE LEP ELE 23 
Committee on Long Range Planning............0.0.00 00.0 cece eee 23 
a Lee eee re eee ee ere eer ree re 23 
Committee on the Administration of the Magistrate 
_ FFT TTT TT CREEPER E TER CEOTEREATLELELELEE EEL 24 
Misdemeanor and Petty Offense Cases Involving 
TTT Tee TTT ECE CELT? TLL EE LEE 24 
Changes in Magistrate Judge Positions ........... 0.0.00. 00 ee eee 24 
_ q-  j|  <'\'-' FET ereeerEELeT LORE LET Ter see 28 
Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct 
TT CTT TT Te eee ee eeeT CSET EEETT CET Ce TT 29 
FPP OU TTT TTT TEETER EEETELTETT ILC Tee 29 
Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure ........ 0... 00.000 eee eeue 29 
a 29 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure ........... 0.0... e ee eee 30 
Federal Rules of Evidence .............. ccc ccc eect eee eee 30 
Committee COMBOSIION eee enter ween 3] 
Committee on Security, Space and Facilities ... 0.2... 0.00.0. c cee eee 31 
Court Security Committees... eee eee eee 31 
Setting Priorities for Courthouse Construction Projects .............. 31 
ST SECRETE ECLUL CLEC CETL AELLETL TTL Te eS 32 
EEE SS eee ee eer er eee ee er ee ee ee Ss ee 34 
CD 6,5. cs tered ees eeseeesedscseeneleweret 34 


WAN 


REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS 
OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 
OF THE UNITED STATES 


March 14, 1995 


The Judicial Conference of the United States convened in Washington, D.C., 
on March 14, 1995, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice of the United States issued 
under 28 U.S.C. § 331. The Chief Justice presided, and the following members of the 
Conference were present: 


First Circuit: 
Chief Judge Juan R. Torruella 
Chief Judge Joseph L. Tauro, 
District of Massachusetts 
Second Circuit: 
Chief Judge Jon O. Newman 
Judge Charles L. Brieant, 
Southern District of New York 


Third Circuit: 


Chief Judge Dolores K. Sloviter 
Chief Judge Edward N. Cahn, 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania 


Fourth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Sam J. Ervin, Ill 


Judge W. Earl Britt, 
Eastern District of North Carolina 


Fifth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Henry A. Politz 


Chief Judge Morey L. Sear, 
Eastern District of Louisiana 
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Sixth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Gilbert S. Merritt 
Chief Judge John D. Holschuh,' 
Southern District of Ohio 


Seventh Circuit: 


Chief Judge Richard A. Posner 
Chief Judge Michael M. Mihm, 
Central District of Illinois 


Eighth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Richard S. Armold 
Judge Donald E. O’Brien, 
Northern District of lowa 


Ninth Circuit: 


Chief Judge J. Clifford Wallace 
Chief Judge Wm. Matthew Byrne, Jr., 
Central District of California 


Tenth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Stephanie K. Seymour 
Judge Clarence A. Brimmer, 
District of Wyoming 


Eleventh Circuit: 
Chief Judge Gerald B. Tjoflat 


Judge Wm. Terrell Hodges, 
Middle District of Florida 


'Designated by the Chief Justice 
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District of Columbia Circuit: 


Chief Judge Harry T. Edwards 
Chief Judge John Garrett Penn, 
District of Columbia 


Federal Circuit: 

Chief Judge Glenn L. Archer, Jr. 
Court of International Trade: 

Chief Judge Dominick L. DiCarlo 


Circuit Judge Otto R. Skopil, Jr., and District Judges Maryanne Trump Barry, 
Robert C. Broomfield, Richard P. Conaboy, Julia S. Gibbons, Philip M. Pro, 
Alicemarie H. Stotler, and Ann C. Williams attended the Conference session. Circuit 
Executives Vincent Flanagan, Steven Flanders, Toby Slawsky, Samuel W. Phillips, 
Lydia Comberrel, James A. Higgins, Collins T. Fitzpatrick, June L. Boadwine, 
Gregory B. Walters, Robert L. Hoecker, Norman E. Zoller, and Linda Ferren were 
also present. 


Attorney General Janet Reno addressed the Conference on matters of mutual 
interest to the judiciary and the Department of Justice. Senators Joseph R. Biden, Jr., 
and Charles E. Grassley, and Representative Patricia S. Schroeder spoke on matters 
pending in Congress of interest to the Conference. 


L. Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative Office of the United States 
Courts, attended the session of the Conference, as did Clarence A. Lee, Jr., Associate 
Director for Management and Operations; William R. Burchill, Jr., Associate Director 
and General Counsel; Karen K. Siegel, Assistant Director, Judicial Conference 
Executive Secretariat; Arthur E. White, Acting Assistant Director, Legislative and 
Public Affairs; Wendy Jennis, Deputy Assistant Director, Judicial Conference 
Executive Secretariat; and David A. Sellers, Public Information Officer. Judge 
William W Schwarzer and Russell R. Wheeler, Director and Deputy Director of the 
Federal Judicial Center, also attended the session of the Conference, as did Harvey 
Rishikof, Administrative Assistant to the Chief Justice; Richard Schickele, Supreme 
Court Staff Counsel; and Barbara Perry, Bob Deyling and Sarah Wilson, Judicial 
Fellows. 
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REPORTS 


Mr. Mecham reported to the Conference on the judicial business of the courts 
and on matters relating to the Administrative Office. Judge Schwarzer spoke to the 
Conference about Federal Judicial Center programs and Judge Conaboy, Chairman of 
the United States Sentencing Commission, reported on Sentencing Commission 
activities. 


ELECTIONS 


The Judicial Conference elected to membership on the Board of the Federal 
Judicial Center Circuit Judge Bruce M. Selya of the First Circuit, vice Judge 
Edward R. Becker, and District Judge Richard P. Matsch of the District of Colorado, 
vice Judge Martin L. C. Feldman. 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 


"CONTRACT WITH AMERICA" 


The Executive Committee reviewed memoranda from relevant Judicial 
Conference committees concerning several bills which Republicans in the House of 
Representatives introduced early in the 104th Congress as part of their "Contract with 
America." Since positions on the following issues would have been untimely if 
delayed, the Executive Committee acted on behalf of the Conference and agreed to: 


1) Support a two-year study of the impact on the judiciary of applying to the 
Third Branch disclosure, workplace, and labor laws currently applicable to the 
private sector and the Executive and Legislative Branches, in lieu of applying 
the "Congressional Accountability Act of 1995" (Public Law No. 104-1) to the 


judiciary; 


2) Ratify the position of the Budget Committee that the judiciary should be 
excluded from a line-item veto provision; 


3) Make no change in existing Judicial Conference positions on provisions of the 
proposed "Taking Back Our Streets Act of 1995" (H.R. 3, 104th Congress) 
related to: 


- Habeas corpus reform 


- Amendment of Rule 22, Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure 
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Federalization of firearms offenses 
- Mandatory restitution 
- Exclusionary rule; and 


4) Authorize the chairs of the Criminal Law and Federal-State Jurisdiction 
Committees to negotiate appropriate limitations to the scope of provisions of 
the "Taking Back Our Streets Act" if enactment appears likely, with the 
proviso that prior to taking a position with Congress that would deviate from a 
Conference position, they coordinate their actions with the Chair of the 
Executive Committee and the Director of the Administrative Office. 


The Executive Committee also considered recommendations from the Court 
Administration and Case Management Committee regarding two provisions in the 
Contract with America’s "Common Sense Legal Reforms Act of 1995" (H.R. 10, 
104th Congress). With respect to a diversity-based fee-shifting provision, the 
Executive Committee determined to take no position, considering the matter to be one 
which is properly left to Congress. However, the Committee noted that a fee-shifting 
statute could increase the volume of litigation, and expressed hope that the Congress 
would consider the judiciary’s need for additional resources should it enact fee-shifting 
legislation. Regarding a proposal that would have made prior notice a prerequisite to 
bringing suit in federal district court, the Executive Committee endorsed the 
recommendation of the Court Administration and Case Management Committee and 
reaffirmed previous Conference opposition to a pre-filing notification requirement. 


CAMERAS IN THE COURTROOM 


At its September 1994 session, the Judicial Conference declined to expand a 
pilot program which authorized camera coverage in civil proceedings in six district and 
two appellate courts (JCUS-SEP 94, pp. 46-47). In December 1994, the Court 
Administration and Case Management Committee determined not to make any 
additioral recommendations to the Judicial Conference in this area. In order to 
provide further guidance, the Judicial Conference slightly modified and then adopted 
the following resolution recommended by the Executive Committee: 


The report of the Committee on Court Administration and Case 
Management reflects uncertainty of the direction that Committee 
should take regarding the further study of cameras in the courtroom. 
The Judicial Conference clarifies that the Court Administration and 
Case Management Committee is not prohibited from proposing pilot 
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programs or conducting other studies necessary io the making of 
further .ecommendations on cameras in the courtroom in civil cases 
which differ from those disapproved by the Judicial Conference at its 
September 1994 session. 


JUDICIAL CONFERENCE FOUNDATION 


In September 1994, the Judicial Conference approved a Memorandum of 
Understanding with the Federal Judicial Center (FJC) Foundation Board and the FJC 
Board so that the FJC Found:*'>7 can accept and administer public and private gifts 
for Judicial Conference-sp0 sore! international initiatives (JCUS-SEP 94, p. 52). 
Because there is no direci “<iatioiship between the FJC Foundation and the Judicial 
Conference, the Executive © siftce agreed that in order to assure that the priorities 
and unique needs of the Judicial Conference and its committees are given maximum 
consideration, it would be best for the Judicial Conference to have its own foundation. 
On recommendation of the Committee, the Conference agreed to pursue legislation to 
create a Judicial Conference Foundation that can receive and expend private 
contributions in support of official programs. 


"GATT" LEGISLATION 


The World Trade Organization (WTO) has jurisdiction to resolve trade 
disputes arising under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade and its 
accompanying Uruguay Round Agreements Act (collectively referred to as "GATT"). 
The Executive Committee reviewed provisions in proposed legislation (S. 16, 104th 
Congress) that would establish a "WTO Dispute Settlement Review Commission" 
composed of five federal circuit judges who would review certain reports concerning 
trade disputes. On recommendation of the Intercircuit Assignments Committee, the 
Executive Committee, on the Conference’s behalf, agreed to recommend to the 
Congress the exclusion of federal judges from consideration for Commission 
membership. The Committee further agreed that if the Judicial Conference is unable 
to convince the Congress to exclude federal judges, it would seek an amendment that 
only judges who have either retired under 28 U.S.C. § 371(a) or resigned their 
positions be eligible for selection as Commissioners. Further, if the Judicial 
Conference is unsuccessful in persuading the Congress to remove the provision for 
appointment of active or senior judges as Commissioners, the Committee agreed that, 
at a minimum, the Conference would seek an amendment that the judges to be 
considered for the appointment be nominated by the Chief Justice with the concurrence 
of their chief circuit judges. 
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RESOLUTIONS 


In response to an unfairly critical article concerning the Administrative Office 
which appeared in the Legal Times, the Executive Committee agreed that a published 
reply was appropriate and unanimously’ expressed its support for the Director and the 
Administrative Office by approving the following resolution: 


Having reviewed carefully the article by Naftali Bendavid in 
the October 24, 1994 Legal Times, it is the unanimous view of the 
Executive Committee of the Judicial Conference of the United States 
that the article is inaccurate and unfair. 


Since he began in 1985, Director L. Ralph Mecham has been 
instrumental in leading the Administrative Office toward the 
accomplishment of its statutory mission: providing high quality 
support and service to the federal judiciary. Under Director Mecham’s 
outstanding leadership, the Administrative Office has successfully 
dedicated itself to the achievement of these goals. This success helps 
ensure an effective, smoothly running judicial machine — one upon 
which the public can and does rely with confidence and respect. 


The Executive Committee supports fully the work of the 
Administrative Office and endorses the goals of the agency as set by 
its Director. We encourage the Administrative Office and its Director 
to continue to provide the same caliber of excellence in its service to 
the courts and the public at large. 


****e¢ & & 


On behalf of the Judicial Conference, the Executive Committee adopted the 
following resolution honoring the outgoing Director of the Federal Judicial Center: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States recognizes with 
appreciation, respect, and admiration, the Honorable 


WILLIAM W SCHWARZER 


Director of the Federal Judicial Center from April 1990 through March 
1995. 


’The Director, L. Ralph Mecham, did not participate in this vote. 
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Judge Schwarzer came to the Federal Judicial Center after 
fifteen years of service on the United States District Court for the 
Northern District of California, having distinguished himself as one of 
the nation’s most creative and effective trial judges and as a prolific 
writer and teacher, especially concerning federal procedure and the 
management of complex litigation. 


Under his leadership, the Federal Judicial Center significantly 
broadened its work in service of its statutory mission “to further the 
development and adoption of improved judicial administration in the 
courts of the United States.” Through its education programs and 
reference manuals, the Judicial Center has increased its practical 
assistance to judges on the vexing problems of effective litigation 
management, including the special challenges of cases presenting 
complex scientific and technical evidence. Judge Schwarzer recognized 
the importance of the supporting personnel of the court system through 
creation of a separate Judicial Center division for their education and 
training. 


Under Judge Schwarzer, Judicial Center research for Judicial 
Conference committees has increased substantially in such areas as 
appellate court structure, litigation management and revisions to the 
federal procedural rules, sentencing, and long-range planning. The 
Judicial Center has also helped promote understanding and cooperation 
between the state and federal judiciaries and provided assistance and 
information to the judiciaries in emerging democracies. 


During much of Judge Schwarzer’s tenure, the Judicial Center, 
and indeed the entire judiciary, experienced demand for services that 
outpaced the resources available. He has led the Judicial Center 
creatively and effectively during these difficult times, sustaining the 
morale and challenging the creativity of the Judicial Center staff, and 
earning the appreciation of the judges and employees of the federal 
courts. 


We are pleased to acknowledge Judge Schwarzer’s dedicated 
service to the judiciary, most recently as Director of the Federal 
Judicial Center, and we extend our sincere gratitude and esteem to him 
and to Mrs. Schwarzer as they return to California. 
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MISCELLANEOUS ACTIONS 
The Executive Committee: 


. Approved and subsequently revised the fiscal year 1995 spending plan for the 
Salaries and Expenses appropriations account, and approved the spending plans 
for the Defender Services, Fees of Jurors, and Court Security accounts; 


° Reaffirmed the need for fifteen new magistrate judge positions previously 
approved by the Judicial Conference (see JCUS-SEP 93, pp. 52-56; JCUS- 
MAR 94, pp. 23-27); 


° Agreed to change the location of the part-time magistrate judge position at 
Lancaster in the Central District of California, to Bakersfield or Mojave in the 
Eastern District of California (contingent upon circuit council approval), and 
authorized the part-time position at Bakersfield or Mojave in the Eastern 
District of California to serve also in the adjoining Central District of 
California in accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 631(a); 


° Approved the transfer of the official duty stations of two bankruptcy judges in 
the District of Maryland from Rockville to Greenbelt and the redesignation of 
Rockville as an additional place of holding bankruptcy court; 


° Declined to approve a request from a chief circuit judge to extend the term of 
the incoming Judicial Conference district judge representative to a full three 
years in lieu of his serving for the unexpired term of his predecessor; 


° Agreed that the Executive Committee chair would contact the president of the 
American Bar Association in an effort to improve coordination; 


° Requested the Defender Services Committee to complete a thorough study 
concerning the oversight of Community Defender organizations; 


° Authorized exceptions to the interim policy on employee relocation in three 
instances, including one which was contingent upon circuit council approval, 


° Referred to the Committee on Automation and Technology, in coordination 
with the Committee on the Budget, a letter concerning the procurement process 
for computer-assisted legal research; 
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° Approved the "Civil Justice Reform Act Report: Development and 
Implementation of Plans by the United States District Courts" for filing with 
the Congress as required by 28 U.S.C. § 479; 


° Agreed to poll members of the Judicial Conference regarding proposed 
legislation concerning new Federal Rules of Evidence 413-415 (see infra 
"Federal Rules of Evidence," p. 30); 


° Agreed that a proposed amendment to Rule 26(c), Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure, would be placed on the discussion calendar for the March Judicial 
Conference session in lieu of a poll of the Conference prior to the session (see 
infra "Federal Rules of Civil Procedure," p. 30); and 


° Approved a request of the International Judicial Relations Committee to 
sponsor an Indo-United States Legal Exchange. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on the Administrative Office reported that it considered a 
number of topics including: the implications of changes in the Congress; the agency’s 
budget; organizational changes within the Administrative Office and an overview of 
agency activities; the Legal Times article on the Administrative Office and the 
agency’s response (see supra "Resolutions," p. 7); ongoing General Accounting Office 
activities; and evaluation and assessment activities. The Committee also received 
detailed briefings on activities of the agency’s Office of Facilities, Security and 
Administrative Services and the Office of Judges Programs. 


COMMITTEE ON AUTOMATION 
AND TECHNOLOGY 


LONG RANGE PLAN FOR AUTOMATION 
In accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 612, the Judicial Conference approved the 


fiscal year 1995 update to the Long Range Plan for Automation in the Federal 
Judiciary recommended by the Committee on Automation and Technology. 
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PROCESS INNOVATION 


At its September 1994 session, the Judicial Conference recommitted to the 
Committee on Automation and Technology a recommendation that an ad hoc group be 
appointed to study work processes of the courts and to recommend necessary process 
changes and the application of new technology techniques to effect those changes 
(JCUS-SEP 94, p. 44). At this session, the Conference approved a Committee plan to 
identify and implement several process innovation experiments. Pilot programs will be 
conducted in such areas as filing and docketing, attorney electronic filing of 
bankruptcy petitions, attorney electronic filing and docketing in mass tort cases, 
Central Violations Bureau imaging and electronic transfer, technology transfer, or 
alternative areas of similar character and scope. All of these pilots will include plans 
for evaluation and will sunset in April 1998. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 


INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS OF BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 


Under 28 U.S.C. § 155(a), a bankruptcy judge may be transferred for 
temporary service in any judicial district other than that for which the judge was 
appointed upon approval of the judicial councils of the involved circuits. The Judicial 
Conference approved Guidelines for Intercircuit Assignments of Bankruptcy Judges at 
its September 1988 session (JCUS-SEP 88, pp. 59-60). After study of the 
effectiveness of the Guidelines, the Committee on the Administration of the 
Bankruptcy System recommended, and the Judicial Conference approved, the 
following amendment to item 3 of the Guidelines (new language is underlined): 


3. The chief judges of the respective lending and borrowing appellate, 


; k ll ified of the 
a Ww . The chief judge of 


the borrowing circuit shall be entitled to full access to all pertinent 
information concerning the borrowed bankruptcy judge. 


BANKRUPTCY ADMINISTRATOR PROGRAM 
Bankruptcy administrators in the six judicial districts in Alabama and North 
Carolina perform administrative functions that are almost identical to those performed 


by the United States trustees in the other districts. However, there are a number of 


1] 
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administrative responsibilities that bankruptcy administrators cannot perform because 
they lack statutory authority comparable to that given to United States trustees. On 
recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference endorsed and approved for 
transmittal to the Congress proposed legislation that would authorize bankruptcy 
administrators to appoint trustees, examiners, and committees of creditors and equity 
security holders; to fix the maximum annual compensation and percentage fees of 
standing trustees; and to serve as trustees in bankruptcy cases when necessary. 


PLACES OF HOLDING BANKRUPTCY COURT 


Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 152(b)(1), the Judicial Conference determines the 
places of holding bankruptcy court. On recommendation of the Committee after 
cansultation by the Director of the Administrative Office with the pertinent circuit 
judicial councils, the Conference approved the designations of Santa Fe, New Mexico, 
and Ely and Elko, Nevada, as additional places of holding bankruptcy court. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE BANKRUPTCY CODE 


In the discharge provision for chapter 12 of the Bankruptcy Code (the family 
farmer chapter) set forth at 11 U.S.C. § 1228, three references to section 1222(b)(10) 
are erroneous and should be replaced with references to section 1222(b)\(9). The 
Judicial Conference approved the recommendation of the Committee to transmit to the 
Congress proposed technical amendments to section 1228 of the Bankruptcy Code. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 


BUDGET DECENTRALIZATION GUIDELINES AND PROCEDURES 


On recommendation of the Budget Committee, the Judicial Conference 
approved an amendment to the Budget Decentralization Guidelines and Procedures to 
allow courts to reprogram funds into the Judiciary Automation Fund with prior 
notification to the Administrative Office, and to remove limits on the number of 
transfers into the Judiciary Automation Fund from the Salaries and Expenses 
appropriation. These changes, which give increased flexibility to the courts, are 
effective immediately. 
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COMMITTEE ON CODES OF CONDUCT 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Codes of Conduct reported that it had reviewed public 
comments concerning the widely-distributed proposed consolidated code of conduct, 
and made a number of substantive revisions thereto. The Committee plans to circulate 
the proposed revised consolidated code for an additional period of public comment. 
The Committee also plans to circulate for public comment a proposed revised code for 
federal public defenders. In addition, the Committee reported that it had received 40 
new written inquiries and issued 44 written advisory responses. The Chairman 
received and responded to 38 telephonic inquiries, and individual Committee members 
responded to 46 inquiries from their colleagues. 


COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION 
AND CASE MANAGEMENT 


BIAS IN THE COURTS 


The Judicial Conference approved the following resolution presented by the 
Committee on Court Administration and Case Management: 


Invidious discrimination has no place in the federal judiciary. The 
circuit judicial councils are encouraged to study whether bias exists in 
the federal courts, based on gender, race or other invidious 
discrimination, and whether additional education programs are 


necessary. 


ELECTRONIC PUBLIC ACCESS FEES 


The Judicial Conference took action on several matters related to fees for 
electronic access to court data. 


First, the Judicial Conference at previous sessions has prescribed a $1 per 
minute fee for electronic access to court data for the district, bankruptcy, and appellate 
courts and for the United States Court of Federal Claims (see JCUS-MAR 91, p. 16; 
JCUS-MAR 94, p. 16; JCUS-SEP 94, p. 47), and the fee has been incorporated into 
the miscellaneous fee schedules for each of these federal courts The revenue 
generated by the fee is to be used to support and enhance the electronic public access 
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systems. Because of the expectation that income accruing from the fee will exceed the 
costs of providing the service, the Committee recommended that the fee for electronic 
public access be reduced from $1 to 75 cents per minute. The Judicial Conference 
approved the recommendation. 


Second, sections of the miscellaneous fee schedules relating to electronic 
public access provide that a court "may, for good cause, exempt persons or classes of 
persons from the fees, in order to avoid unreasonable burdens and to promote public 
access to such information." On recommendation of the Committee on Court 
Administration and Case Management, the Judicial Conference approved the addition 
of an advisory note as an appendix to the miscellaneous fee schedules promulgated 
under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1913, 1914, 1926, and 1930, to clarify the judiciary’s policy with 
respect to granting exemptions from electronic public access fees prescribed under 
those schedules. The advisory note is as follows: 


APPENDIX 


The Judicial Conference has prescribed a fee for electronic access to 
court data, as set forth above in the miscellaneous fee schedule. The 
schedule provides that the court may exempt persons or classes of 
persons from the fees, in order to avoid unreasonable burdens and to 
promote public access to such information. Exemptions should be 
granted as the exception, not the rule. The exemption language is 
intended to accommodate those users who might otherwise not have 
access to the information in this electronic form. It is not intended to 
provide a means by which a court would exempt all users. 


Examples of persons and classes of persons who may be exempted 
from electronic public access fees include, but are not limited to: 
indigents; bankruptcy case trustees; not-for-profit organizations; and 
voluntary ADR neutrals. 


Finally, to the extent that a court grants exemptions from payment of the 
electronic access fee that do not fit within the above-established policy, the Committee 
recommended that the court not receive reimbursement from the fee revenues of its 
costs of providing electronic public access services, including, for example, the 
funding of new and upgraded equipment and peripherals, and operational costs such as 
telephone line charges attributable to electronic access services. The Conference 
agreed and approved the following policy: 
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Adherence to the Judicial Conference policy for granting exemptions 
will be necessary to receive funding for electronic public access-related 
services to the extent such funding is derived from fees for electronic 
access. 


MISCELLANEOUS FEE SCHEDULE - 
JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION 


The statutory authority for the Judicial Conference to establish miscellaneous 
fee schedules for the appellate, district and bankruptcy courts, and the United States 
Court of Federal Claims (28 U.S.C. §§ 1913, 1914, 1926, and 1930), does not extend 
to the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation. In order to maintain consistency, the 
Judicial Conference approved a recommendation of the Committee that legislation be 
proposed authorizing the Conference to establish a miscellaneous fee schedule for the 
Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation. The Conference also endorsed a Committee 
recommendation that the Conference seek legislation to authorize the deposit of the 
electronic public access fees collected by the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 
into the Judiciary Automation Fund as offsetting collections to reimburse the expenses 
of providing the service. 


MISCELLANEOUS BANKRUPTCY FEES 


The Federal Emergency Management Administration (FEMA) requires that 
applications for emergency aid following a natural disaster be acconiipanied, when 
relevant to the applicant, by copies of discharge orders and other documents related to 
bankruptcy proceedings. In 1993 and in 1994, in order to alleviate the financial and 
emotional hardships associated with obtaining copies of the required documents, the 
Judicial Conference, through its Executive Committee, granted one-year waivers of 
certain miscellaneous bankruptcy fees for flood victims from the Midwest and 
Southeast regions, respectively (JCUS-SEP 93, p. 39; JCUS-SEP 94, p. 42). Rather 
than review requests for waivers on a piecemeal basis, the Committee on Court 
Administration and Case Management recommended that the Conference adopt a 
general policy to allow a waiver for victims of natural disasters of miscellaneous fees 
associated with obtaining copies of documents required by FEMA in applying for 
emergency aid. This policy would permit waiver of copying, search, microfiche or 
microfilm copying and retrieval of archived documents fees and would not apply to 
filing fees under 28 U.S.C. § 1930(a) or the $30 administrative fee. The Judicial 
Conference approved the recommendation. 
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On another bankruptcy fee-related matter, the Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1994 
(Public Law No. 103-394) mandates a $15 increase in compensation of chapter 7 
trustees, and requires that a method be devised for raising sufficient funds for the 
increase. In consultation with the Committee on the Administration of the Bankruptcy 
System (which had carefully considered a number of alternatives), the Court 
Administration and Case Management Committee recommended that the Judicial 
Conference amend the bankruptcy court miscellaneous fee schedule promulgated 
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1930(b) to add a new $15 trustee fee surcharge, and the 
Conference agreed, as follows: 


(8.1) Upon filing of a petition under chapter 7 of the Bankruptcy 
Code, the petitioner shall pay $15 to the clerk of the court for payment 
to the trustee serving in the case as provided in 11 U.S.C. § 330(b)(2). 
An application to pay the fee in installments may be filed in the 
manner set forth in Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 1006(B). 


(8.2) Upon the filing of a motion to convert a case to chapter 7 of the 
Bankruptcy Code, the movant shall pay $15 to the clerk of court for 

payment to the trustee serving in the case as provided in 11 U.S.C. 

§ 330(b)(2). Upon the filing of a notice of conversion pursuant to section 
1208(a) or section 1307(a) of the Code, $15 shall be paid to the clerk of the 
court for payment to the trustee serving in the chapter 7 case as provided in 

11 U.S.C. § 330(b)(2). If the trustee serving in the case before the conversion 
is the movant, the fee shall be payable only from the estate in the superseded 
case and only to the extent that there is an estate realized. 


The Judicial Conference further agreed that the $15 fee surcharge would be effective 
August |, 1995, and that the surcharge would apply in any chapter 7 case filed on or 
after that date and in any case converted to chapter 7 on or after that date, regardless 
of when the case was filed. 


SENIOR CIRCUIT JUDGES 


In an effort to clarify provisions of 28 U.S.C. § 46(c) relating to participation 


of circuit judges who take ©, _ status after hearing argument in an en banc case but 
before the decision is:;..° .1e Judicial Conference agreed to support enactment of 
S. 353 (104th Congre “v.18 bill would amend the section by adding at the end the 


following sentence: 
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A circuit judge who is in regular active service at the time of a 
rehearing en banc, but who retires from active service prior to the 
issuance of a decision, shall be competent to participate in such en 
banc decision. 


COMMITTEE ON CRIMINAL LAW 


PRESENTENCE/POSTSENTENCE REPORTS 


The Judicial Conference approved a recommendation of the Committee on 
Criminal Law to revise Publication 107, The Presentence Report, establishing 
standards for the preparation of petty offense presentence and postsentence reports for 
publication and distribution to probation officers. The revisions, which impose fewer 
requirements, were developed as part of a program to economize operations in 
probation and pretrial services offices. 


JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE 


On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference approved 
revisions to the "Judgment in a Criminal Case," including the creation of an "Amended 
Judgment," for distribution to the courts. The modifications (1) implement new 
requirements created by the Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994 
(Public Law No. 103-322) in the areas of drug possession, drug testing, and the 
probation officer ’s duty to report address changes of certain offenders to law 
enforcement agencies; (2) assist in the implementation of national collection 
procedures of the National Fine Center; and (3) reflect case law regarding restitution. 


UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION 


The Judicial Conference approved a Criminal Law Committee proposal that the 
Conference recommend to courts from which judge-commissioners appointed to serve 
on the United States Sentencing Commission are drawn that, if a judge-commissioner 
so desires, the judge’s workload on the court be adjusted to accommodate service on 
the United States Sentencing Commission. 


In addition, the Conference approved the Annual Report of the Judicial 
Conference to the United States Sentencing Commission for submission to the 
Commission. The Judicial Conference is required under 28 U.S.C. § 994(0) to submit 
a written report to the United States Sentencing Commission, at least annually. 
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WITNESS SECURITY PROGRAM 


The Conference approved a recommendation of the Criminal Law Committee 
relating to the witness security program. 


COMMITTEE ON DEFENDER SERVICES 


DEFENDER ORGANIZATION FUNDING REQUESTS 


Under its delegated authority from the Judicial Conference (JCUS-MAR 89, 
pp. 16-17), the Defender Services Committee approved funding requests for the fiscal 
year 1995 for Federal Public Defender organizations in the amount of $113,150,600, 
and for Community Defender organizations in the amount of $30,027,500. In 
addition, the Committee approved $19,354,400 for Post-Conviction Defender 
organizations, formerly known as "Death Penalty Resource Centers." 


DEATH PENALTY REPRESENTATION 


The Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (Public Law 
No. 103-322) amended section 3005 of title 18, United States Code, to set new 
standards and procedures for the appointment of counsel in federal capital 
prosecutions. To implement the amendment, the Committee on Defender Services 
recommended, and the Judicial Conference approved, revisions to paragraph 6.01 of 
the Criminal Justice Act Guidelines (CJA Guidelines). The revisions include new 
guidelines regarding the aumber of counsel to be appointed in federal capital 
prosecutions, their qualifications, and the procedures for Federal Public Defender 
organizations and the Administrative Office to follow in making recommendations to 
the courts on the assignment of counsel in such cases. 


The Conference also approved the Committee’s recommendation to amend 
paragraph 6.01(A) of the CJA Guidelines to provide that judicial officers "should 
consider appointing" at least two counsel in capital habeas corpus cases. 


CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT COMPENSATION 


At its March 1993 session, the Judicial Conference agreed to propose that 
Congress amend the Criminal Justice Act (CJA) to delegate to the Conference 
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authority to set case compensation maxima for panei attorneys and experts (JCUS- 
MAR 93, p. 27). After reaffirming its support for such an amendment to the CJA, the 
Conference at this session adopted the following alternatives in the event that authority 
to establish case compensation maxima is not granted: 


1) The CJA should be amended to authorize the Judicial Conference to increase 
the case compensation maxima immediately within particular districts and 
Circuits in proportion to the increases in CJA hourly rates implemented since 
1986 in those districts or circuits; 


2) The CJA should be amended to authorize the Judicial Conference to increase 
the case compensation maxima periodically in proportion to any future 
increases in CJA attorney compensation rates; and 


3) If the Judicial Conference is not authorized to increase case compensation 
maxima, the Congress should amend the CJA to increase the case 
compensation maxima immediately for attorneys and experts. 


The Conference also approved a Committee recommendation to amend 
paragraph 2.11(A) of the CJA Guidelines to permit appointed counsel to claim 
compensation for work performed by attorneys other than associates or partners, with 
the prior authorization of the court. 


In addition, the Defender Services Committee, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to it by the Judicial Conference (JCUS-SEP 91, p. 57), approved a 
maximum rate of $75 per hour for both in-court and out-of-court services of appointed 
counsel for the District of South Dakota, subject to the availability of funds. This 
brings to 89 the number of districts for which an alternative CJA panel attorney 
compensation rate of $75 per hour has been authorized. Due to funding limitations, 
alternative rates have been implemented in only 16 of these districts. 


PANEL ATTORNEY TIME RECORDS 


In an effort to monitor and control costs, the Committee recommended, and 
the Judicial Conference approved, an amendment to the CJA Guidelines to add an 
explicit requirement that CJA panel attorneys maintain and retain contemporaneous 
time records to assist in the review of questioned vouchers by the presiding judicial 
officer and to facilitate the audit of payments. The amendment reads as follows: 


19 


Judicial Conference of the United States 


2.32 Record Keeping. Appointed counsel must maintain 
conteinporaneous time and attendance records for all work performed, 
including work performed by associates, partners, and support staff, as 
well as expense records. Such records, which may be subject to audit, 
must be retained for three years after approval of the final voucher for 
an appointment. 


COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL-STATE JURISDICTION 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction reported that it has been 
analyzing the implications to the judiciary of a number of legislative initiatives, mostly 
related to the House Republicans’ "Contract with America," including habeas corpus 
reform; prisoner civil rights litigation; judicial review and new civil actions; product 
liability reform; requirements for reports issued by committees of the House of 
Representatives; and private securities litigation reform. 


COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Finacial Disclosure reported that as of December 27, 
1994, it had received 2,874 financial disclosure reports and certifications for the 
calendar year 1993, including 1,203 reports and certifications from justices and Article 
III judges, 344 from bankruptcy judges, 442 from magistrate judges, and 885 from 
judicial employees. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Intercircuit Assignments reported that during the period 
from July 1, 1994, through December 31, 1994, 83 intercircuit assignments, 
undertaken by 64 Article III justices and judges, were recommended by the Committee 
and approved by the Chief Justice. 
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COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
JUDICIAL RELATIONS 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on International Judicial Relations reported that it has received 
hundreds of responses to its survey concerning the interest of judges and court 
administrators in providing assistance to foreign judiciaries. The survey will assist the 
Committee in providing referrals to parties interested in identifying judges and court 
personnel for rule of law programs and other judiciary-related international matters. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 


MILITARY SURVIVOR BENEFIT PLAN 


At its September 1994 session, the Judicial Conference agreed to seek 
legislation to permit federal judges who are military retirees to choose the Judicial 
Survivors’ Annuities System (JSAS) rather than the Military Survivor Benefit Plan for 
their surviving dependents (JCUS-SEP 94, pp. 52-53). Because there are some 
anomalies in the treatment of judges who are military retirees which will not be 
remedied by its September 1994 action, the Conference, at this session, approved a 
recommendation of the Committee on the Judicial Branch to authorize the Director of 
the Administrative Office to fashion and submit to the Congress legislation to correct 
various aberrations in the treatment of judges who are enrolled in the JSAS and the 
Military Survivor Benefit Plan. This action is taken in lieu of the Conference’s 
September 1994 position seeking amendment to chapter 73 of title 10, United States 
Code. 


COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL RESOURCES 


RELEASE OF JUDGE-SPECIFIC DATA 


Since 1974, based on a decision of the former Committee on Court 
Administration, the Administrative Office has been following a practice of providing 
statistics regarding individual judicial workloads only on an "impersonal basis" and, for 
the most part, limiting disclosure of names of individual judges when compiling 
statistical information about the caseload of the courts. Recognizing the potential for 
judge-specific information taken out of context to be misinterpreted, the administrative 
burden of compiling information to satisfy outside requests, and the availability to 
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researchers of the information from individual courts, the Committee on Judicial 
Resources recommended that the Judicial Conference endorse the current practice 
prohibiting disclosure (except to the extent required by law) of judge-identifying 
information from statistical databases, while the Committee continues to study the 
matter. The Judicial Conference approved the recommendation. 


PREARGUMENT ATTORNEY OFFICES 


On recommendation of the Committee on Judicial Resources, the Judicial 
Conference approved a new staffing methodology for allocating preargument 
conference attorney positions. The methodology establishes criteria, including staffing 
benchmarks of 200 settlement conferences for each conference attorney and 400 
settlement conferences for each support position. The benchmarks would not be 
applied automatically, but would be used within the framework of the criteria, taking 
into consideration the uniqueness of each circuit’s program. 


ELECTRONIC COURT RECORDER OPERATOR POSITIONS 


The Judicial Conference approved modifications, as recommended by the 
Committee on Judicial Resources, to the methods for allocating electronic court 
recorder operator positions for active district judges. In the future, electronic court 
recorder operator positions will be allocated in the same manner as court reporter 
positions, removed from the district clerks’ work measurement formula, and exempt 
from percentage staffing level limitations for district clerks’ offices. Electronic court 
recorder operators will remain under the supervision of the clerk, and incumbents of 
these positions will continue to perform other deputy clerk functions when not 
performing court recording functions. In addition, the same credit will be provided in 
the district clerks’ work measurement formula for supervision of electronic court 
recorder operators for active district judges as is provided for court reporter 
supervision. Allocation of electronic court recorder operator positions for senior 
district judges, bankruptcy judges and magistrate judges is not affected by this action. 


TRANSCRIPT FORMAT GUIDELINES 


In order to conform to available technology, the Judicial Resources Committee 
recommended, and the Judicial Conference approved, an amendment to the transcript 
format guidelines to delete the requirement that words be hyphenated at the end of a 
line of transcript text. The guidelines are published in the Guide to Judiciary Policies 
and Procedures, Volume V1, Chapter XVIII. 
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SAVED-GRADE AND SAVED-PAY 


Upon the death of a judicial officer, the secretaries to that judge are covered 
by the saved-grade and saved-pay plan. The plan provides that the secretaries are 
entitled to a two-year saved-grade period, except that the amount of time the 
secretaries have been retained in their positions beyond the death of the judge is 
subtracted from that two-year period. The Judicial Conference approved a Committee 
recommendation that law clerks on the personal staff of a judge who dies are subject 
to the same requirement as judges’ secretaries with respect to the saved-grade period. 


LEAVE PROGRAM 


The 103rd Congress passed several pieces of legislation that affect court 
employees under the leave program. On recommendation of the Committee, the 
Judicial Conference approved the issuance of leave policy changes to replace current 
guidance appearing in the Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures, Volume |, 
Chanter X, Subchapters 1630.1 and 1630.2. 


COMMITTEE ON LONG RANGE PLANNING 


PROPOSED LONG RANGE PLAN 


The Judicial Conference took the following actions with regard to the 
Proposed Long Range Plan for the Federal Courts: 


1) Received the Long Range Planning Committee’s submission of the Proposed 
Long Range Plan for the Federal Courts (Plan); 


2) Agreed to refer to the appropriate Judicial Conference committees for further 
study and report to the September 1995 Judicial Conference any of the Plans 
numbered recommendations upon the specific request of a Conference member 
made no later than April 11, 1995; 


3) Approved, effective April 12, 1995, all recommendations of the Plan not 
identified by a Conference member as requiring further study (as provided 
above). Approval of the P/an recommendations shall include approval of the 
implementation strategies but shall not include approval of the commentary; 
and 


23 


Judicial Conference of the United States 


4) Authorized public distribution of the proposed Plan with the following 
disclaimer: "The Committee on Long Range Planning has proposed this Long 
Range Plan for consideration by the Judicial Conference of the United States. 
None of the recommendations presented herein represents the policy of the 
Judicial Conference unless approved by the Judicial Conference." 


The Conference also agreed to maintain a planning mechanism in its decision- 
making process and promote continued planning at all levels of the federal court 
system. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE MAGISTRATE JUDGES SYSTEM 


MISDEMEANOR AND PETTY OFFENSE CASES 
INVOLVING JUVENILE DEFENDANTS 


Magistrate judges have the authority to try and sentence juvenile defendants 
accused of certain misdemeanor offenses and infractions, but not others. In addition, 
although magistrate judges may order the pretrial detention of juvenile defendants, 
they have no authority to sentence juvenile defendants to terms of imprisonment in any 
case. The Judicial Conference approved a Magistrate Judges Committee 
recommendation to endorse amendment of the Federal Magistrates Act, 18 U.S.C. 

§ 4301(g), to give magistrate judges authority over Class A misdemeanor cases 
involving juvenile defendants and to provide magistrate judges with the authority to 
sentence juvenile defendants to terms of imprisonment in petty offense and 
misdemeanor cases. 


CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE JUDGE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Committee and the recommendations 
of the Director of the Administrative Office, the district courts, and the judicial 
councils of the circuits, the Judicial Conference approved the following changes in 
salaries and arrangements for full-time and part-time magistrate judge positions. 
Changes with a budgetary impact are to be effective when appropriated funds are 
available. 
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FOURTH CIRCUIT 

North Carolina, Eastern 

1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position, upon 
redesignation as Greenville, from Level 5 ($20,640 per annum) to Level 4 
($30,960 per annum); and 


2) Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


District of South Carolina 


Converted the part-time magistrate judge position at Florence to full-time 
status. 


Eastern District of Virginia 
1) Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Alexandria; and 


2) Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other full-time magistrate judge positions in the district. 


FIFTH CIRCUIT 
Eastern District of Louisiana 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


Western District of Louisiana 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


Southern District of Mississippi 


1) Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Hattiesburg or 
Biloxi or Gulfport; and 


2) Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 
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Northern District of Texas 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


Southern District of Texas 


1) Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Corpus Christi; 
and 


2) Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


SIXTH CIRCUIT 
Southern District of Ohio 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate judge position at Portsmouth upon the 
expiration of the term of the incumbent on April 30, 1995. 


SEVENTH CIRCUIT 

Central District of Illinois 
Authorized the full-time magistrate judges at Peoria, Danville (or Champaign- 
Urbana), and Springfield, in the Central District of Illinois, to serve in the 
adjoining Southern District of lowa in accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 631(a). 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 

Southern District of lowa 

1) Authorized the two full-time magistrate judges at Des Moines and the part- 
time magistrate judges at Council Bluffs and Burlington, in the Southern 
District of Iowa, to serve in the adjoining Central District of Illinois and 


District of Nebraska in accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 631(a); 


2) Redesignated the part-time magistrate judge position at Burlington as 
Burlington or Davenport; and 


3) Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 
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District of Nebraska 

1) Authorized the full-time magistrate judges at Omaha and Lincoln, in the 
District of Nebraska, to serve in the adjoining Southern District of lowa in 
accordance with 28 U.S.C. §631(a); and 


2) Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


District of South Dakota 


1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Sioux Falls 
from Level 5 ($20,640 per annum) to Level 2 ($51,600 per annum); and 


2) Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


NINTH CIRCUIT 

District of Hawaii 
Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Wailuku from 
Level 7 ($5,160 per annum) to Level 4 ($30,960 per annum) for a five-month 
period commencing on April 1, 1995, with a reduction back to Level 7 
thereafter, subject to the availability of funds. 

District of Montana 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


District of Nevada 
1) Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Reno; and 


2) Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 
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TENTH CIRCUIT 
Eastern District of Oklahoma 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 
Middle District of Alabama 


1) Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Montgomery; 
and 


2) Made no change in the number, locations or arrangements of the other 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


Northern District of Florida 


1) Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Pensacola or 
Gainesville; and 


2) Upon the appointment of a magistrate judge to fill the newly-authorized 
position, agreed to: 


a discontinue the part-time magistrate judge position at Panama City if 
the court decides to locate the new full-time magistrate judge position 
at Pensacola; or 


b. discontinue the part-time magistrate judge position at Gainesville if the 
court decides to locate the new full-time magistrate judge position at 
Gainesviile. 
3) Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 


other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


“CONTRACT WITH AMERICA" 
Section 301(e) of the "Violent Criminal Incarceration Act of 1995" (H.R. 667, 


104th Congress), which has passed the House of Representatives, provides that only a 
United States magistrate judge may be appointed to serve as a special master or 
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monitor in a prison conditions case. It states that a special master in such a case shall 
make proposed findings on the record on complicated factual issues, "but shall have no 
other function," and that parties "may not by consent extend the function of a special 
master beyond that permitted under this subsection." On recommendation of the 
Committee, the Judicial Conference opposed section 301(e) of H.R. 667 because it 
would limit the authority of a district court to appoint special masters under Rule 53 of 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and could be interpreted to limit the authority of 
a magistrate judge under the Federal Magistrates Act (see 28 U.S.C. § 636). The 
Judicial Conference also agreed to request that if the measure is adopted, adequate 
resources be provided for the judiciary to carry out its mandate. 


COMMITTEE TO REVIEW CIRCUIT COUNCIL 
CONDUCT AND DISABILITY ORDERS 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


In March 1994, the Judicial Conference adopted a series of recommendations 
made by the Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct and Disability Orders in 
response to recommendations contained in the Report of the National Commission on 
Judicial Discipline and Removal (JCUS-MAR 94, pp. 27-31). Many of the 
recommendations require the development of language amending the "Illustrative Rules 
Governing Complaints of Judicial Misconduct and Disability." The Committee 
reported that it is preparing revisions to the "Illustrative Rules," which will be 
circulated for comment within the judiciary in the near future. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES OF PRACTICE 
AND PROCEDURE 


OFFICIAL BANKRUPTCY FORMS 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the Judicial 
Conference proposed amendments to the Official Bankruptcy Forms made necessary 
by the enactment of the Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1994 (Public Law No. 103-394). 
The Judicial Conference approved the Committee’s proposals to amend Official 
Bankruptcy Forms 1, 3, 6, 7, 8, 9A, 9C, 9D, 9E, 9E(Alt.), 9F, 9F(Alt.), 9G, 9H, 91, 
10, 16A, 16B, 16C, 17, and 18, and to adopt new Official Forms 16D and 19. The 
amendments take effect immediately. 
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FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the Judicial 
Conference proposed amendments to Civil Rule 26 (General Provisions Governing 
Discovery; Duty of Disclosure). The proposed amendments grew out of a cooperative 
process in which the Advisory Committee on Civil Rules responded to concerns 
expressed by Congress in a number of legislative proposals. The amendments sought 
to meet the concern that protective orders may conceal information that could protect 
against ongoing risks to public health and safety, without imposing onerous procedural 
requirements that might weaken the benefits of protective orders in litigation over 
issues that do not involve any risk to public health or safety. The amendments were 
circulated to the bench and bar and discussed at a public hearing, and modifications 
were made to the original proposal in response to comments received. After voting to 
modify the proposed rule by striking the phrase "on stipulation of the parties," the 
Judicial Conference recommitted to the Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure 
for further study the proposed amendments to Civil Rule 26(c). 


The Rules Committee also recommended to the Conference that it propose to 
the Congress that the service provisions contained in the Suits in Admiralty Act, 
46 U.S.C. § 742, which are different from the service provisions in Civil Rule 4, be 
deleted. The Committee noted that § 742 was enacted before the Civil Rules were 
adopted, and concluded that there is no apparent reason to have inconsistent time 
periods for service of process or to treat suits in admiralty differently from other civil 
actions. The Conference approved the Committee’s recommendation. 


FEDERAL RULES OF EVIDENCE 


Under the "Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994" (Public 
Law No. 93-322), new Rules 413-415 of the Federal Rules of Evidence, dealing with 
the admission of character evidence in certain sexual misconduct cases, were to take 
effect in February 1995 unless the Judicial Conference submitted alternative 
recommendations for amending the Evidence Rules as they affect the admission of 
evidence of a defendant’s prior sexual assault or child molestation crimes in cases 
involving sexual assault or child molestation. By mail ballot concluded February 8, 
1995, the Judicial Conference approved a Rules Committee recommendation to urge 
that Congress reconsider its policy determinations underlying Evidence Rules 413-415. 
In the alternative, the Conference proposed amendments to Evidence Rules 404 and 
405 in lieu of new Evidence Rules 413, 414, and 415. The Conference’s report was 
transmitted to the Congress on February 9, 1995. 


30 


March 14, 1995 


COMMITTEE COMPOSITION 


The "Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Improvement Act of 1995" 
(S. 3, 104th Congress), includes a provision that would require that the number of 
representatives from the Department of Justice on the Appellate, Criminal, Evidence, 
and Standing Rules Committees be equal to the number of non-judge committee 
members who represent defendants. The Judicial Conference endorsed a Committee 
recommendation that it oppose legislation regulating the composition of the 
committees constituted to advise the Judicial Conference and the Chief Justice of the 
United States. 


COMMITTEE ON SECURITY, 
SPACE AND FACILITIES 


CouRT SECURITY COMMITTEES 


Each district has established a security committee to ensure that court security 
matters are addressed promptly and systematically. In order to reflect accurately the 
nature and composition of the committees, the members of which may include 
individuals from outside the district court, such as the United States Marshal, the 
United States Attorney, and representatives from the court of appeals and General 
Services Administration (GSA), the Committee on Security, Space and Facilities 
recommended that the name be changed from "district court security committee" to 
"court security committee." The Judicial Conference approved the recommendation. 


SETTING PRIORITIES FOR COURTHOUSE CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS 


For some time, Congress and the General Services Administration have been 
urging the judiciary to prioritize courthouse construction project requests. Recognizing 
the complexity of the process and its implications for court governance, the Committee 
nonetheless determined that adoption of a process of setting priorities for construction 
projects would be beneficial during these times of severely limited financial resources 
and enhanced fiscal accountability. On recommendation of the Committee, the 
Judicial Conference agreed to adopt a process for prioritizing courthouse construction 
and alteration projects requiring congressional authorization. The process involves the 
circuit judicial councils, the Committee, and the Judicial Conference as follows: 
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I) 
2) 


3) 


4) 


5) 


6) 


7) 


8) 


9) 


10) 


The local court develops its long range facilities plan; 


The circuit judicial council exercises statutory authority to consider the need 
for proposed projects resulting from the plan; 


Circuit councils and courts receive from the Security, Space and Facilities 
Committee listings of all council-approved projects for their respective districts 
or circuits; 


Courts forward comments on listings to the circuit councils; 
Councils consider court comments and provide feedback to the Committee; 


The Committee compiles a proposed national five-year plan taking into 
account court and council comments and spending caps, and utilizing a set of 
criteria based on urgency of need, including (a) the length of time that space 
has been needed; (b) the number of judicial officers impacted by the lack of 
space; (c) alternatives available to provide temporary solutions; and (d) the 
severity of security problems; 


The Committee provides its recommendations to relevant courts and councils 
for review; 


Any comments received are considered by the Committee and all comments 
will be made available to the Judicial Conference; 


A proposed five-year plan is provided to the Judicial Conference for its 
consideration; and 


If approved by the Conference, the plan is provided to GSA for integration 
with the government-wide construction program. 


MEMORIAL RESOLUTIONS 


Noting the deaths of Judge John F. Gerry and Judge Vincent L. Broderick, the 


Judicial Conference adopted the following resolutions: 


32 


March 14, 1995 


The Judicial Conference of the United States notes with deep 
sadness the death of the Honorable 


JOHN F. GERRY 
of Moorestown, New Jersey, on March 10, 1995. 


Judge Gerry served with distinction on the feac«al bench for 
over twenty years, including seven years as chief judge of the District 
of New Jersey. As a member of the Judicial Conference and three of 
its committees, most notably as chairman of the Executive Committee, 
Judge Gerry played a pivotal role in shaping federal judicial 
administration. We will miss his wisdom, common sense, and ever- 
present wit. He has left a legacy that will not soon be forgotten. 


The members of the Judicial Conference convey their deepest 
sympathies to Judge Gerry’s widow, Jean Gerry, and to his family. 


**e e£ ek * 


The Judicial Conference of the United States notes with deep 
sadness the death of the Honorable 


VINCENT L. BRODERICK 
of New York City, New York, on March 3, 1995. 


Judge Broderick served the judiciary with distinction for over 
nineteen years. In addition to his contributions as a district judge in 
the Southern District of New York, he made a significant impact on 
federal judicial administration through his work as a member and 
chairman of the Judicial Conference Committee on Criminal Law. 


The members of the Judicial Conference convey their deepest 


sympathies to Judge Broderick’s widow, Sally Broderick, and to his 
family. 
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FUNDING 


All of the foregoing recommendations which require the expenditure of funds 
for implementation were approved by the Judicial Conference subject to the 
availability of funds, and subject to whatever priorities the Conference might establish 
for the use of available resources. 


RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 


The Conference authorized the immediate release of matters considered by this 
session where necessary for legislative or administrative action. 


Presiding 


April 28, 1995 
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The Judicial Conference of the United States convened in Washington, D.C., 
on September 19, 1995, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice of the United States 
issued under 28 U.S.C. § 331. The Chief Justice presided, and the following members 
of the Conference were present: 


First Circuit: 
Chief Judge Juan R. Torruella 
Chief Judge Joseph L. Tauro, 
District of Massachusetts 


Second Circuit: 


Chief Judge Jon O. Newman 
Judge Charles L. Brieant, 
Southern District of New York 


Third Circuit: 
Chief Judge Dolores K. Sloviter 
Chief Judge Edward N. Cahn, 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania 
Fourth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Sam J. Ervin, Ill 
Judge W. Earl Britt, 
Eastern District of North Carolina 
Fifth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Henry A. Politz 


Chief Judge Morey L. Sear, 
Eastern District of Louisiana 


Judicial Conference of the United States 


Sixth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Gilbert S. Merritt 
Judge S. Arthur Spiegel 
Southern District of Ohio 


Seventh Circuit: 
Chief Judge Richard A. Posner 
Chief Judge Michael M. Mihm, 
Central District of Illinois 
Eighth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Richard S. Arnold 
Judge Donald E. O’Brien, 
Northern District of Iowa 
Ninth Circuit: 
Chief Judge J. Clifford Wallace 


Chief Judge Wm. Matthew Byrne, Jr., 
Central District of California 


Tenth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Stephanie K. Seymour 
Judge Clarence A. Brimmer, 
District of Wyoming 
Eleventh Circuit: 
Chief Judge Gerald B. Tjoflat 
Judge Wm. Terrell Hodges, 
Middle District of Florida 
District of Columbia Circuit: 
Chief Judge Harry T. Edwards 


Chief Judge John Garrett Penn, 
District of Columbia 
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Federal Circuit: 

Chief Judge Glenn L. Archer, Jr. 
Court of International Trade: 

Chief Judge Dominick L. DiCarlo 


Circuit Judges R. Lanier Anderson III, and Otto R. Skopil, Jr., and District 
Judges Maryanne Trump Barry, Robert C. Broomfield, Richard P. Conaboy, J. Owen 
Forrester, Julia S. Gibbons, D. Lowell Jensen, Stanley Marcus, Barefoot Sanders, 
Donald E. Walter, and Ann C. Williams attended the Conference session. Circuit 
Executives Vincent Flanagan, Steven Flanders, Toby Slawsky, Samuel W. Phillips, 
Lydia Comberrel, James A. Higgins, Collins T. Fitzpatrick, June L. Boadwine, 
Gregory B. Walters, Robert L. Hoecker, Norman E. Zoller, and Linda Ferren were 
also present. 


Senators Orrin G. Hatch and Joseph R. Biden, Jr., and Representatives Harold 
Rogers and Patricia S. Schroeder spoke on matters pending in Congress of interest to 
the Conference. Solicitor General Drew S. Days III addressed the Conference on 
matters of mutual interest to the judiciary and the Department of Justice. 


L. Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative Office of the United States 
Courts, attended the session of the Conference, as did Clarence A. Lee, Jr., Associate 
Director for Management and Operations; William R. Burchill, Jr., Associate Director 
and General Counsel; Karen K. Siegel, Assistant Director, Judicial Conference 
Executive Secretariat; Michael W. Blommer, Assistant Director, Congressional, 
External and Public Affairs; Wendy Jennis, Deputy Assistant Director, Judicial 
Conference Executive Secretariat; Jeffrey A. Hennemuth, Chief, Long Range Planning 
Office; and David A. Sellers, Public Information Officer. Judge Rya W. Zobel and 
Russell R. Wheeler, Director and Deputy Director of the Federal Judicial Center, also 
attended the session of the Conference, as did Harvey Rishikof, Administrative 
Assistant to the Chief Justice; Mary Ann Willis, Supreme Court Staff Counsel; 
Timothy McGrath, Executive Assistant to the Chairman, United States Sentencing 
Commission; and Paul W. Cobb, R. Barry Ruback, Alex Wohl, and Sarah Wilson, 
Judicial Fellows. 


REPORTS 


Mr. Mecham reported to the Conference on the judicial business of the courts 
and on matters relating to the Administrative Office. Judge Zobel spoke to the 
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Conference about Federal Judicial Center programs, and Judge Conaboy, Chairman of 
the United States Sentencing Commission, reported on Sentencing Commission 
activities. 


LONG RANGE PLAN FOR THE FEDERAL COURTS 


REVIEW OF THE PROPOSED PLAN 


At its March 1995 session, the Judicial Conference received a Proposed Long 
Range Plan for the Federal Courts from the Committee on Long Range Planning and 
adopted procedures for considering the 101 recommendations and 77 implementation 
strategies in the proposed plan (JCUS-MAR 95, pp. 23-24). Individual Conference 
members were afforded a four-week period to review the document and identify those 
recommendations and strategies requiring further study by a Conference committee 
before final action would be taken. Any items not so identified would receive 
Conference approval without further action. 


In accordance with those procedures, more than half of the recommendations 
and implementation strategies in the proposed plan were approved as of April 12, 
1995, without change.' Action on the other 48 recommendations and 38 strategies 
was deferred pending further consideration. Because several of those items involved 
purely technical issues, the Executive Committee, after consulting with Conference 
members, approved them on the Conference’s behalf with minor, non-substantive 
revisions (see infra "Long Range Plan," p. 63). The remaining items were referred, 
for study and report at the September session, to the 11 committees with jurisdiction 
over the respective topics.’ In September, the Conference received reports from the 


' The following items in the proposed plan were approved as of April 12, 1995, without 


change (numbers refer to recommendations in the Proposed Plan dated March 1995): 
Recommendations 19, 21, 26, 31-32, 34-41, 43, 45-47, 50-51, 53-64, 77-88, 91, 93-95, 97, 
and 99-101; Implementation Strategies 32a-32b, 35a-35d, 39a, 39d-39e, 45a-45b, 46a-46b, 
53a-53b, 58a-58b, 63a-63d, 8la-81b, 9la-9lc, 93a-93e, 94a-94c, and 99a-99e. 
Recommendations 69 and 71 were also approved initially without change, but fhat app:oval 
was rescinded at the September 1995 session (see infra notes 6 and 7). 


2 The following committees were assigned primary responsibility for studying and 


reporting to the Conference on the remaining items in the proposed plan: 


H% 


Committee on the Administration of the Bankruptcy System: Recommendations 22, 
23, and 28; Implementation Strategies 28a-28b 
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reviewing committees proposing dispositive action on all pending items in the 
proposed plan. 


THE APPROVED PLAN 


Based on the above-described actions, the following recommendations and 
implementation strategies constitute the Long Range Plan for the Federal Courts 
approved by the Judicial Conference through September 1995. Where the Conference 
deleted certain recommendations and strategies from the proposed plan, the deletion is 
indicated and subsequent items renumbered with the former designation (from the 
March 1995 version considered by the Conference) appearing in brackets. 


Recommendation 1: Congress should be encouraged to conserve the federal courts as 
a distinctive judicial forum of limited jurisdiction in our system of federalism. Civil 
and criminal jurisdiction should be assigned to the federal courts only to further clearly 
defined and justified national interests, leaving to the state courts the responsibility for 
adjudicating all other matters. 


° Committee on Court Administration and Case Management: Recommendations 18, 27, 
42, 49, 52, 74-75, 89-90, and 96; Implementation Strategies 39c, 42a-42b, 49a-49b, 
52a(3), 52b(3)-(4), 52c(3), 52c(4) (in part), 52c(5), and 94d 


° Committee on Criminal Law: Recommendations 4 and 33; Implementation Strategies 
4a-4c 

° Committee on Defender Services: Recommendation 92; Implementation Strategies 
92a-92g 

° Executive Committee: Recommendations 44 and 48; Implementation Strategies 44a, 
45c, 52a(1)-(2), 52b(1)-(2), 52c(1)-(2), and 52c(4) (in part) 

° Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction: Recommendations 7, 8, 10, 12-15, 17, 20, 
and 25; Implementation Strategies 12a-12c 

° Committee on Intercircuit Assignments: Recommendation 65 

° Committee on the Judicial Branch: Recommendations 29, 66, 70, and 72; 
Implementation Strategies 70a-70c 

° Committee on Judicial Resources: Recommendation 73 

° Committee on the Administration of the Magistrate Judges System: Recommendations 
24, 67, and 68. 


In addition, some of these committees and the Committee on the Budget were asked to review 
certain of these items and provide advisory views to the committees with primary 
responsibility. 
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Recommendation 2: In principle, criminal activity should be prosecuted in a federal 
court only in those instances in which state court prosecution is not appropriate or 
where federal interests are paramount. Congress should be encouraged to allocate 
criminal jurisdiction to the federal courts only in relation to the following five types of 
offenses: 


(a) The proscribed activity constitutes an offense against the federal government 
itself or against its agents, or against interests unquestionably associated with a 
national government; or the Congress has evinced a clear preference for 
uniform federal control over this activity. 


(b) The proscribed activity involves substantial multistate or international aspects. 


(c) The proscribed activity, even if focused within a single state, involves a 
complex commercial or institutional enterprise most effectively prosecuted by 
use of federal resources or expertise. When the states have obtained sufficient 
resources and expertise to adequately control this type of crime, this criterion 
should be reconsidered. 


(d) The proscribed activity involves serious, high-level, or widespread state or 
local government corruption, thereby tending to undermine public confidence 
in the effectiveness of local prosecutors and judicial systems to deal with the 
matter. 


(e) The proscribed activity, because it raises highly sensitive issues in the local 
community, is perceived as being more objectively prosecuted within the 
federal system. 


Recommendation 3: Congress should be encouraged to review existing federal 
criminal statutes with the goal of eliminating provisions no longer serving an essential 
federal purpose. More broadly, a thorough revision of the federal criminal code 
should be undertaken so that it conforms to the principles set forth in Recommendation 
2 above. In addition, Congress should be encouraged to consider use of "sunset" 
provisions to require periodic reevaluation of the purpose and need for any new federal 
offenses that may be created. 


Recommendation 4: Congress and the executive branch should be encouraged to 


undertake cooperative efforts with the states to develop a policy to determine whether 
offenses should be prosecuted in the federal or state systems. 


40 


September 19, 1995 


Implementation Strategies: 


4a There should be an increase in federal resources allocated to state criminal justice 
systems for prosecution of matters now handled by federal prosecutors because of lack 
of state resources. 


4b The practice of cross-designating both federal and state prosecutors to gain 
efficiencies of prosecution should be increased. 


4c State courts should be authorized to adjudicate certain federal crimes for which 
there currently is no statutory grant of concurrent jurisdiction. 


Recommendation 5: The executive branch should be encouraged to develop standards 
on which the Justice Department will base the promulgation of prosecutorial 
guidelines. Specifically, standards should be considered— 


(a) that are consistent with sound jurisdictional boundaries for federal criminal 
prosecution as described in Recommendation 2; and 


(b) under which the potential for harsher federal sentencing policies and greater 
capacity in the federal prisons would be insufficient grounds, by themselves, to 
warrant prosecution under a federal, rather than a state, criminal statute. 

Recommendation 6: Congress should be encouraged to exercise restraint in the 

enactment of new statutes that assign civil jurisdiction to the federal courts and should 

do so only to further clearly defined and justified federal interests. Federal court 
jurisdiction should extend only to civil matters that— 

(a) arise under the United States Constitution; 

(b) deserve adjudication in a federal judicial f° because the issues presented 


cannot be dealt with satisfactorily at th< _-@! and involve either (1) a 
strong need for uniformity or (2) param. _'.. “ “eral interests; 
(c) — involve the foreign relations of the United States; 


(d) involve the federal government, federal officials, or agencies as plaintiffs or 
defendants; 


(e) involve disputes between or among the states; or 


(f) affect substantial interstate or international disputes. 


4) 
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Recommendation 7: Congress should consider seeking to reduce the number of federal 
court proceedings in which jurisdiction is based on diversity of citizenship through the 
following measures: 


(a) eliminating diversity jurisdiction for cases in which the plaintiff is a citizen of 
the state in which the federal district court is located; and 


(b) otherwise limiting diversity jurisdiction by— 


(1) —_ amending the statutes conferring original and removal jurisdiction on 
the district courts in diversity actions to require that parties invoking 
diversity jurisdiction plead specific facts showing that the jurisdictional 
amount-in-controversy requirement has been satisfied; 


(2) raising the amount-in-controversy level and indexing the new floor 
amount to the rate of inflation; and/or 


(3) amending the statutory specification of the jurisdictional amount to 
exclude punitive damages from the calculation of the amount in 
controversy.’ 


Recommendation 8: The states should be encouraged to adopt certification procedures, 
where they do not currently exist, under which federal courts (both trial and appellate) 
could submit novel or difficult state law questions to state supreme courts. 


Recommendation 9: Congress and the agencies concerned should be encouraged to 
take measures to broaden and strengthen the administrative hearing and review process 
for disputes assigned to agency jurisdiction, and to facilitate mediation and resolution 
of disputes at the agency level. 


Implementation Strategies: 


9a_ Legislation should be requested to improve the adjudicative process for Social 
Security disability claims by establishing a new mechanism for administrative review of 
administrative law judge decisions and limiting the scope of appellate review in the 
Article III courts. 


> In approving Recommendation 7, the Judicial Conference agreed that the commentary 
on this item would acknowledge the long-standing Conference policy in favor of abolishing 
diversity jurisdiction. 
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9b Legislative and other measures should be pursued to give agencies the requisite 
authority and resources to review and, where possible, achieve final resolution of 
disputes within their jurisdiction. 


Recommendation 10: Where constitutionally permissible, Congress should be 
encouraged to assign to administrative agencies or Article I courts the initial 
responsibility for adjudicating those categories of federal benefit or regulatory cases 
that typically involve intensive fact-finding. 


Recommendation 11: Congress should be encouraged to enact legislation to— 


(a) generally prohibit agencies irom adopting a policy of non-acquiescence to the 
precedent established in a particular federal circuit; and 


(b) require agencies to demonstrate special circumstances for relitigating an issue 
in an additional circuit when a uniform precedent has been established already 
in multiple courts of appeals. 


Recommendation 12: Congress should be encouraged to refrain from providing 
federal district court jurisdiction over disputes that primarily raise questions of state 
law or involve workplace injuries where the state courts have substantial experience. 
Existing federal jurisdiction in these matters should be eliminated in favor of dispute- 
resolution or compensation mechanisms available under state law. 


Implementation Strategies: 


12a Congress should be encouraged to eliminate federal court jurisdiction over work- 
related personal injury actions, such as that provided by the Federal Employers’ 
Liability Act and the Jones Act, where the states have proven effective in resolving 
worker compensation disputes in other industries and occupations. 


12b The jurisdiction of the federal courts to adjudicate routine claims for benefits 
under Employee Retirement Income Security Act (ERISA) employee welfare benefit 
plans should be abolished, except when application or interpretation of federal 
statutory or regulatory requirements are at issue. 


12c_ Any new cooperative federal-state program to establish national standards for 
employee benefits (e.g., health care) should designate state courts as the primary 
forum for review of benefit denial claims. However any such program should include 
establishment of an administrative remedial process that must be exhausted before a 
state court action may be filed. 
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Recommendation 13: When legislation is considered that may affect the federal courts 
directly or indirectly, Congress should take into account the judicial impact of the 
proposed legislation, including the increased caseload and resulting costs for the 
federal courts. 


Recommendation 14: In considering measures that would shift jurisdiction away from 
the federal courts or provide new jurisdiction through the establishment of concurrent 
jurisdiction, Congress should also be encouraged to consider and address the impact of 
the proposed legislation on the states. Specifically, it should be urged to— 


(a) consult with state authorities and state judicial leaders in defining any new 
limits on federal jurisdiction; and 


(b) provide federal financial and other assistance to state justice systems to permit 
them to handle the increased workload that would result from the reduction or 
elimination of existing federal court jurisdiction or the creation of new 
concurrent jurisdiction. 


[Former Recommendation 15, concerning discretionary access to the federal courts, has 
been deleted. ] 


Recommendation 15 [former 16]: The growth of the Article III judiciary should be 
carefully controlled so that the creation of new judgeships, while not subject to a 
numerical ceiling, is limited to that number necessary to exercise federal court 
jurisdiction. 


Implementation Strategies 


15a [former 16a] The limited jurisdiction of the federal courts should be preserved as 
described in Recommendations | through 12. 


15b [former 16b] The Judicial Conference should employ up-to-date, comprehensive 
methods to evaluate judgeship needs. 


15c [former 16c] The need for additional judgeships should be reduced through 
control of federal court caseloads as described in this plan (including the appropriate 
reallocation of cases to state courts and other forums), and by operational 
improvements in the courts that increase efficiency without sacrificing either quality in 
the judicial work product or access to the remedies available only in a federal forum. 
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Recommendation 16 [former 17]: The federal appellate function should be performed 
primarily in: 


(a) a generalist court of appeals established in each regional judicial circuit; and 


(b) a Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit with nationwide jurisdiction in 
certain subject-matter areas. 


Recommendation 17 [former 18]: Each court of appeals should comprise a number of 
judges sufficient to maintain access to and excellence of federal appellate justice. 
Circuit restructuring should occur only if compelling empirical evidence demonstrates 
adjudicative or administrative dysfunction in a court so that it cannot continue to 
deliver quality justice and coherent, consistent circuit law in the face of increasing 
workload. 


Recommendation 18 [former 19]: To the extent practicable, workload should be 
equalized among judges of the courts of appeals nationally. 


Recommendation 19 [former 20]: The United States Supreme Court should continue 
to be the sole arbiter of conflicting precedents among the courts of appeals. 


Recommendation 20 [former 21]: In general, the actions of administrative agencies 
and decisions of Article I courts should be reviewable directly in the regional courts of 
appeals. For those cases in which the initial forum for judicial review is the district 
court, further review in the court of appeals should be available only on a 
discretionary basis except with respect to constitutional matters and questions of 
statutory or regulatory interpretation. 


Recommendation 21 [former 22]: The existing mechanism for review of dispositive 
orders of bankruptcy judges should be studied to determine what appellate structure 
will ensure prompt, inexpensive resolution of bankruptcy cases and foster coherent, 
consistent development of bankruptcy precedents. 


Recommendation 22 [former 23]: Pending completion of the study of bankruptcy 
appellate structure recommended above, the dispositive orders of bankruptcy judges 
should be reviewable directly in the court of appeals in those cases where the district 
court or bankruptcy appellate panel (BAP) certifies that such review is needed 
immediately to establish legal principles on which subsequent proceedings in the case 


may depend. 
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5/ 


Recommendation 23 [former 24]: Where parties to a civil action have consented to 
the case-dispositive authority of a magistrate judge, judgments entered in such actions 
should be reviewable only in the courts of appeals, and not by a district judge. 


Recommendation 24 [former 25]: Except in certain limited contexts (i.e., bankruptcy 
proceedings, international trade matters, and claims against the federal government), 
the primary trial forum for disputes committed to federal jurisdiction should be a 
generalist district court whose judges are affiliated with, and required to reside in, the 
court’s general geographic region, and whose facilities are reasonably accessible to 
litigants, jurors, witnesses, and other participants in the judicial process. 


Recommendation 25 [former 26]: The judicial districts should continue to be allocated 
among and within the states so that each district comprises a single state or part of a 
State. 


Recommendation 26 [former 27]: The impact of district alignment on access to the 
courts and efficient judicial administration should be studied periodically. Any such 
study should examine the functional and administrative costs and benefits which 
merger or division of districts would produce. 


Recommendation 27 [former 28]: Each district court should continue to include a 
bankrupicy court consisting of fixed-term judges with expertise in the field of 
bankruptcy law. 


Implementation Strategies 


27a [former 28a] The bankruptcy court should exercise the original jurisdiction of the 
district court in bankruptcy matters to the extent constitutionally and statutorily 
permissible. 


27b [former 28b] Congress should be encouraged to clarify the authority of the 
bankruptcy courts. For example, legislation should be enacted that expressly 
recognizes the civil contempt power of bankruptcy judges and also affords them limited 
jurisdiction to hold litigants or counsel criminally liable for misbehavior, disobedience, 
or resistance to a lawful order. 


[Former Recommendation 29, concerning potential Article III status for bankruptcy 
judges, has been deleted. ] 
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Recommendation 28 [former 30]: Rules of practice, procedure, and evidence for the 
federal courts should be adopted and, as needed, revised to promote simplicity in 
procedure, fairness in administration, and a just, speedy, and inexpensive determination 
of litigation. 


Implementation Strategies: 


28a [former 30a] Rules should be developed exclusively in accordance with the time- 
tested and orderly process established by the Rules Enabling Act. 


28b [former 30b] The national rules should strive for greater unifc,mity of practice 
and procedure, but individual courts should be permitted limited flexibility to account 
Sor differing local circumstances and to experiment with innovative procedures. 


28c [former 30c] In developing rules, the Judicial Conference and the individual 
courts should seek significant participation by the interested public and representatives 
of the bar, including members of the federal and state benches. 


Recommendation 29 [former 31]: The Judicial Conference should continue and 
strengthen efforts to express judicial concerns about sentencing policy. 


Recommendation 30 [former 32]: The legal standards for criminal sentencing should 
encourage both uniformity of practice and attention to individual circumstances. 


Implementation Strategies: 


30a [former 32a] Congress should be encouraged not to prescribe mandatory 
minimum sentences. 


30b [former 32b] The United States Sentencing Commission should be encouraged to 
develop sentencing guidelines that— 


(1) afford sentencing judges the ability to impose more alternatives to 
imprisonment; 


(2) encourage departures from guideline levels where factual differences should 
appropriately be taken into account; and 


(3) enable sentencing judges to consider within the guideline scheme a greater 
number of offender characteristics. 
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Recommendation 31 [former 33]: A well supported and managed system of highly 
competent probation and pretrial services officers should be maintained in the interest 
of public safety and as a necessary source of accurate, adequate information for judges 
who make sentencing and pretrial release decisions. 


Recommendation 32 [former 34]: In the interests of promoting justice and fairness, all 
aspects of the administration and operation of the jury system—grand juries, criminal, 
petit, and civil—should continue to be studied and improved. 


Recommendation 33 [former 35]: Steps must be taken to confront the growing 
demands pro se litigation places on the federal courts. 


Implementation Strategies: 


33a [former 35a] A broad-based study, with participation from within and outside the 
courts, should be conducted to evaluate the impact of pro se litigation and recommend 
changes. 


33b [former 356] Alternative avenues for pro se prisoner litigation should be 
explored. 


33c [former 35c] The courts should develop workable standards for addressing the 
substantive and procedural problems presented by pro se prisoner litigation. 


33d [former 35d] The district courts should make more effective use of pro se law 
clerks. 


‘Recommendation 34 [former 36]: The federal court system should continue to study 


possible shifting of attorneys’ fees and other litigation costs in particular categories of 
cases. 


Recommendation 35 [former 37]: The courts of appeals should exchange information 
on appellate case management. 


Recommendation 36 [former 38]: The federal court system should collect and analyze 
information on various courts of appeals’ case management practices. 


Recommendation 37 [former 39]: The courts of appeals should adopt internal 


procedures and organizational structures to promote the effective delivery of high- 
quality appellate justice and to maintain the consistency of circuit law. 
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Implementation Strategies: 


37a [former 39a] There should be further development of appellate adjudicative 
programs, such as the Civil Appeals Management Plan ("CAMP"). 


376 [former 39b] Innovative management of appeals should continue and be 
expanded as needed. 


37c [former 39c] Appellate courts should consider the use of nonjudicial staff and 
adjunct judicial officers to handle certain routine matters that do not involve the 
appellate review function reserved to Article III judges. 


37d [former 39d] Opinions should be restricted to appellate decisions of precedential 
import. A uniform set of procedures and mechanisms for access to court of appeals 
opinions, guidelines for publication or distribution, and clear standards for citation 
should be developed. 


37e [former 39e] Internal efforts to maintain the consistency of circuit law should be 
continued and enhanced. 


Recommendation 38 [former 40]: The district courts should enhance efforts to manage 
cases effectively. 


Recommendation 39 [former 41]: District courts should be encouraged to make 
available a variety of alternative dispute resolution techniques, procedures, and 
resources to assist in achieving a just, speedy, and inexpensive determination of civil 
litigation. 


Recommendation 40 [former 42]: In the interests of administrative efficiency, 
accountable resource utilization, and effective external relations, the present 
distribution of governance authority among the national, regional (circuit), and 
individual court levels should be preserved. Governance structures and mechanisms 
should continue to strike a careful balance among individual judge autonomy, local 
court initiative and control, and coordination of effort. 


Implementation Strategies: 


40a [former 42a] The judicial branch should obtain funding for the operation of the 
courts solely through appropriations administered by the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts and expended under the direction and supervision of the Judicial 
Conference of the United States. Appropriated funds should not be obtained directly 
by a circuit council or any other regional or local body. 
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40b [former 42b] The agencies of judicial administration at the national level should 
continue to decentralize administrative responsibility wherever appropriate, while 
maintaining sufficient oversight to ensure that courts are accountable for the proper 
use of the authority vested in them. 


Recommendation 41 [former 43]: The Chief Justice of the United States should 
remain the head of the federal judicial system, retaining the traditional authority and 
responsibility of that office in matters of judicial administration. 


Recommendation 42 [former 44]: Consistent with the authority conferred by 
Congress, the Judicial Conference of the United States should continue to develop 
policy and exercise oversight with respect to matters of judicial branch administration 
in which a unified national approach is necessary and appropriate. The Conference 
should continue to focus attention on broad-scale policies and critical issues. 


[Former Implementation Strategy 44a, concerning periodic evaluation of Judicial 
Conference procedures, has been deleted. ] 


Recommendation 43 [former 45]: The leadership role of the Judicial Conference’s 
Executive Committee should be enhanced. 


Implementation Strategies: 


43a [former 45a] The Executive Committee should be allowed a more active role in 
steering the Conference and acting on its behalf. 


43b [former 45b] Consideration should be given to at least partial reduction in the 
chair § judicial workload, so as to offset the time required for performance of 
administrative duties. 


[Former Implementation Strategy 45c, concerning expansion of Executive Committee 
membership, has been deleted. ] 


Recommendation 44 [former 46]: The Judicial Conference should continue to rely on 


a broad committee structure for policy development. It should strengthen the 
committees’ ability to provide sound advice and needed information. 
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Implementation Strategies: 


44a [former 46a] Membership in Conference committees should continue to rotate 
periodically, to provide new and diverse perspectives while at the same time preserving 
the insight, experience, and legislative contacts that come with long-term committee 
service. 


44b [former 466] The Conference should afford the committee chairs a meaningful 
role in relevant Conference debates and an opportunity to meet together at least once 
a year 


Recommendation 45 [former 47]: The number of judges participating in the Judicial 
Conference and its committees should not increase in proportion to growth in the 
judiciary overall. 


Recommendation 46 [former 48]: The Administrative Office of the United States 
Courts and the Federal Judicial Center should retain their separate institutional status 
and respective missions. The officially adopted policies of the Judicial Conference 
represent the view of the judicial branch on all matters and should be respected as 
such by the Administrative Office and the Federal Judicial Center when dealing with 
members of Congress or the executive branch. 


Recommendation 47 [former 49]: The basic organization and authority of governance 
institutions at the regional and individual court levels should be retained. 


Implementation Strategies: 


47a [former 49a] Circuit judicial councils should continue to provide administrative 
coordination and oversight to all courts within the respective regional circuits. 


47b [former 49b] The chief judges of the courts of appeals and district courts should 
continue to be selected on the basis of seniority subject to statutory limitations on age 
and tenure. 


Recommendation 48 [former 50]: To assist the governance process and enforce its 
decisions, the judicial branch should continue to develop and enhance the capabilities 
of court administrators and managers. 


Recommendation 49 [former 51]: All judicial governance institutions should continue 
to develop and integrate long range planning capabilities into their policy-making 


processes. 
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Recommendation 50 [former 52]: There should be broad, meaningful participation of 
judges in governance activities at all levels. 


Implementation Strategies: 


50a [former 52a] District judges should be afforded the opportunity to participate 
effectively in national and regional governance. To that end— 


[Former Implementation Strategy 52a(1), concerning eligibility to vote in the election 
of district judges to the Judicial Conference, has been deleted] 


(1) [former (2)] district judge members of the Judicial Conference should be afforded 
a term of service comparable to the average tenure of chief circuit judges (i.e., five 
years); and 


(2) [former (3)] each circuit judicial council should have an equal number of district 
judge and circuit judge members, including the chief circuit judge. 


50b [former 52b] Senior judges should be afforded a greater opportunity to 
participate in governance. To that end— 


(1) senior judges should be expressly authorized to serve on the Judicial 
Conference; 


(2) senior judges should be authorized to serve on the Board of the Federal 
Judicial Center; 


(3) senior judges should be authorized to serve on circuit judicial councils; and 


(4) individual courts should take appropriate steps to include senior judges in 
local governance mechanisms. 


50c [former 52c] Non-Article III judges should be afforded the opportunity for 
meaningful participation in governance. To that end— 


[Former Implementation Strategy 52c(1), concerning bankruptcy judge and magistrate 
judge participation in the Judicial Conference, has been deleted. ] 


(1) [former (2)] the Board of the Federal Judicial Center should include a magistrate 
judge as well as a bankruptcy judge; and 
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[Former 52c(3), concerning bankruptcy judge and magistrate judge participation in 
the circuit jwdicial councils, has been deleted. ] 


[Former 52c(4), concerning territorial district judge participation in the Judicial 
Conference and circuit judicial councils, has been deleted. ] 


(2) [former (5)] individual district courts should take appropriate steps to involve 
bankruptcy judges and magistrate judges in local governance. 


Recommendation 51 [former 53]: Administration of federal court facilities, programs, 
or operations should be the sole province of the judicial branch. 


Implementation Strategies: 
Sla [former 53a] Executive branch responsibility for the following programs should 
be transferred to the institutions of judicial governance or agencies operating under 
their supervision: 
° judicial space and facilities program; 
° court and judicial security program; and 
° bankruptcy estate administration (i.e., the U.S. trustee system). 
51b [former 53b] Responsibility for developing and presenting to Congress requests 
for funding of the federal courts and agencies of judicial administration should remain 
solely within the judicial branch. 
Recommendation 52 [former 54]: The judicial branch should continue to develop and 
enhance a mechanism for effective coordination and review in budget formulation and 
execution. 
Recommendation 53 [former 55]: The existing mechanisms for judicial discipline 
should be retained. In particular, the impeachment process should continue to be the 
sole method of removing Article III judges from office. 


Recommendation 54 [former 56]: The federal courts must have resources adequate to 
erisure the proper discharge of their constitutional and statutory mandates. 


Recommendation 55 [former 57]: Congress, when enacting legislation affecting the 


federal courts, should appropriate sufficient funds to accommodate the cost to the 
courts of the impact of new legislation. 
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Recommendation 56 [former 58]: Federal judges should receive adequate 
compensation as well as cost-of-living adjustments granted to all other federal 
employees. 


Implementation Strategies: 
56a [former 58a] Section 140 of Public Law No. 97-92 should be repealed. 


56b [former 58b] The current practice of linking judicial and congressional pay 
raises should be ended. 


Recommendation 57 [former 59]: Congress should include budget appropriations for 
the constitutionally mandated functions of federal courts as part of the non- 
discretionary federal budget. 


Recommendation 58 [former 60]: The federal courts, including the bankruptcy courts, 
should be funded primarily through general appropriations. 


Recommendation 59 [former 61]: Incentives should be created to allow the courts to 
attract and retain the best-qualified persons as judges and eliminate disincentives to 
long judicial service. Federal judges should be encouraged to stay on the bench for 
the lifetime tenure that the Constitution contemplates and guarantees. 

Recommendation 60 [former 62]: Service-year credit toward benefits vesting for 
service already rendered as federal judicial officers should be awarded to bankruptcy 
and magistrate judges elevated to the Article III bench. 

Recommendation 61 [former 63]: Adequate security protection should be provided for 
judges and court personnel at all court facilities and when they are away from the 
courthouse. 


Implementation Strategies: 


6la [former 63a] Where necessary home security systems and portable emergency 
communications devices should be provided. 


61b [former 63b] New judges and their families should receive security briefings. 


61c [former 63c] Training for judges in security should be made available. 
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61d [former 63d] Judges and probation officers should receive information whenever 
prisoners are released. The notification should include an assessment of the violent 
nature of the prisoner and the potential risk he or she poses to judicial branch 
personnel. 


Recommendation 62 [former 64]: Standards and procedures for the assignment of 
circuit, district, magistrate, and bankruptcy judges to perform judicial duties in other 
jurisdictions should be flexible. 


Recommendation 63 [former 65]: The courts should use senior and recalled judges—a 
significant portion of federal judge power—as much as needed to achieve the goal of 
carefully controlled growth.‘ 


Recommendation 64 [former 66]: The value of senior judge status should be 
recognized, and policies and procedures that affect senior judges should be periodically 
reviewed, in order to insure that senior judge status is an attractive alternative. 


Recommendation 65 [former 67]: Magistrate judges should perform judicial duties to 
the extent constitutionally permissible and consistent with sound judicial policy. 
Individual districts should retain flexibility, consistent with the national goal of 
effective utilization of all magistrate judge resources, to have magistrate judges 
perform judicial services most needed in light of local conditions and changing 
caseloads. 


Recommendation 66 [former 68]: Magistrate judges should be vested with a limited 
contempt power to punish summarily for misbehavior committed in their presence, and 
to punish for disobedience or resistance to their lawful orders in civil cases referred to 
them for disposition with the consent of the parties. 


Recommendation 67 [former 69]: Attention should be given to the problem of 
frequent, prolonged judicial vacancies in the federal courts. The executive branch and 
the Senate should be encouraged to fill vacancies promptly, and the judicial branch 
should utilize procedures and policies to mitigate the impact of vacancies on the 
capacity of the courts to conduct judicial business. 


* This item was approved on the Conference’s behalf by the Executive Committee on 
September 20, 1995. 
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Implementation Strategies: 


67a [former 69a] Delays in filling judicial vacancies should be reduced by 
encouraging retiring judges and those taking senior status to provide substantial (..e., 
six-month or one-year) advance notice of that action. 


67b [former 69b] Statistics should be maintained concerning the number, length, and 
impact of judicial vacancies (including data which relates to judicial emergencies) in 
each court, and benchmarks or timelines should be created for the nomination and 
confirmation of all judges. The judicial branch should publicize all vacancies 
extending beyond these limits, and all data on judicial emergencies, to Congress and 
the President by means of semi-annual reports. 


67c [former 69c] Procedures for the temporary assignment of judges should 
emphasize the importance of providing assistance to courts with vacant judgeships. 


67d [former 69d] Procedures and policies governing the transaction of court business 
should seek to address special circumstances arising as a result of prolonged judicial 
vacancies. Among other things, rules governing the number of visiting or senior 
judges serving on panels in the courts of appeals should be held in abeyance during 
the existence of vacancies on a court constituting a judicial emergency.° 


[Former Recommendation 70 (including Implementation Strategies 70a-70c), 
concerning methods for expediting judicial appointments, has been deleted. ] 


[Former Recommendation 71, concerning benchmarks for timely nomination and 
confirmation of judges, has been deleted. }° 


[Former Recoinmendation 72, concerning presidential use of "recess" appointments, to 
fill judicial vacancies, has been deleted. ] 


[Former Recommendation 73, concerning use of "floater" judgeships to mitigate the 
impact of judicial vacancies, has been deleted. ] 


* This recommendation and its four implementation strategies were approved at the 
September 1995 session in lieu of the former Recommendation 69, concerning advance notice 
of judicial retirements, which the Conference previously approved as of April 12, 1995. 


* This recommendation originally received Conference approval as of April 12, 1995, but 
it was rescinded when a new version of Recommendation 69 was approved at the September 
session (see supra note 1). 
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[Former Recommendation 74, concerning use of Civil Justice Reform Act advisory 
groups to address the impact of prolonged vacancies in individual districts, has been 
deleted. ] 


[Former Recommendation 75, concerning expanded use of senior and visiting judges 
on appellate panels in courts with vacancies, has been deleted. ] 


Recommendation 68 [former 76]: To match responsibility with authority, the budget 
execution function should be further decentralized so that each court may control 
spending of appropriated funds to meet its needs. 


Recommendation 69 [former 77]: Use of court-related technology should be expanded 
to improve the ability of the federal courts to provide efficient, fair, and 
comprehensible service to the public. 


Recommendation 70 [former 78]: The courts must remain current with emerging 
technologies and how they can be employed to improve the administration of justice 
generally. 


Recommendation 71 [former 79]: The judicial branch should maintain a 
comprehensive space and facilities program, giving careful attention to economy in a 
time of austerity. 


Recommendation 72 [former 80]: To achieve economies of scale, eliminate 
unnecessary duplication, and otherwise improve administrative efficiency and 
effectiveness, the courts should study alternative methods of organizing and allocating 
judicial support functions. 


Recommendation 73 [former 81]: To refine both operations and policy, the federal 
courts should define, structure and, as appropriate, expand their data-collection and 
information-gathering capacity. 

Implementation Strategies: 
73a [former 8la] To obtain better data for reporting, policy-making, and planning 
purposes, the Judicial Conference should establish a steering group to coordinate and 
define the process. Members of the group should include representatives from all 


primary data sources, judicial branch users, and outside researchers. 


73b [former 81b] This steering group should. 
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(1) ‘onduct a data needs assessment that includes but is not limited to: courts of 
appeals, district courts, and bankruptcy courts; magistrate judge reporting; 
Administrative Office program reporting; research; budgetary impact analysis, 
and long range planning. 


(2) Inventory and catalog data collection efforts. Utilize recent surveys conducted 
by Conference committees and other organizations. 


(3) Evaluate the ability of current statistical data holdings to support planning and 
policy 


(4) Determine how best to collect and maintain such data. Determine how best to 
organize and manage such efforts. Determine training requirements. 


(5) Design the most appropriate single or coordinated network of data bases. 


Recommendation 74 [former 82]: The courts should maintain and foster high-quality 
judicial support services. 


Recommendation 75 [former 83]: The courts should improve working conditions and 
arrangements for all court support personnel. 


Recommendation 76 [former 84]: High-quality continuing education for judges should 
focus on the law, case management (including use of appropriate dispute-resolution 
processes), and cultural diversity. 


Recommendation 77 [former 85]: All federal court staff should be trained to ensure 
outstanding service to the public through adopting a "customer service" approach to 
justice. They should be educated regularly in the use of court technology. 


Recommendation 78 [former 86]: Since both intentional bias and the appearance of 
bias impede the fair administration of justice and cannot be tolerated in federal courts, 
federal judges should exert strong leadership to eliminate unfairness and its perception 
in federal courts. 


Recommendation 79 [former 87]: Federal judges and all court personnel should strive 
to understand the diverse cultural backgrounds and experiences of the parties, 
witnesses, and attorneys who appear before them. 
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Recommendation 80 [former 88]: Justice should be made fully accessible to 
individuals with disabilities. Facilities should be constructed or renovated to ensure 
physical access and to remove attitudinal barriers to providing full and equal justice to 
those with disabilities. 


Recommendation 81 [former 89]: Court interpreter services should be made available 
in a wider range of court proceedings in order to make justice more accessible to those 
who do not speak English and cannot afford to provide these vervices for themselves. 


Recommendation 82 [former 90]: Litigants should pay reasonable filing fees, and 
certain services above a basic level should be funded by reasonable user fees. 


Recommendation 83 [former 91]: Federal defender organizations should be 
established in all judicial districts (or combined districts), where feasible, to provide 
direct representation to financially eligible criminal defendants and serve as a resource 
to private defense counsel who provide such representation. 


Implementation Strategies: 


83a [former 9la] Full-time federal defenders should train and serve as a resource to 
panel attorneys, thus assuring competence of appointed counsel. 


83b [former 91b] A study should be conducted to determine whether guidelines may 
be developed to enable federal defender organizations to represent more than one 


defendant in a multi-defendant case, if such representation is otherwise appropriate. 


83c [former 91c] Federal defender organizations should represent individuals who 
present more complicated issues or otherwise require more defense resources. 


Recommendation 84 [former 92]: Highly qualified, fairly compensated, and optimally 
sized panels of private attorneys should be created to furnish representation in those 
cases not assigned to a defender organization. 


Implementation Strategies: 


84a [former 92a] The federal courts should establish local qualification standards, 
provide better training, and seek improved compensation for panel attorneys. 
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84b [former 92b] To improve the quality of representation, adequate funding should 
be obtained so that the Administrative Office, in coordination with the federal 
defenders, the Federal Judicial Center the Unitea States Sentencing Commission, bar 
associations, and local courts, can provide panel attorneys with the training needed to 
assure effective assistance of counsel to their clients. 


84c [former 92c] In districts and locations where it is not feasible to establish a 
federal defender organization, the courts should be encouraged and afforded sufficient 
funding to establish panel attorney support offices which can provide the needed 
advice and assistance. 


84d [former 92d] The Judicial Conference should continue its efforts to obtain 
sufficient funding to permit compensation rates to be adjusted up to the maximum 
amount authorized by law. 


84e [former 92e] The federal courts should continue to seek authority under the 
Criminal Justice Act to establish and modify dollar limitations on panel attorney and 
other compensation. 


84f [former 92f] Adequate funding for the defender services program should be 
secured by ensuring that the program is efficient and well-managed. 


84g [former 92g] Courts should be discouraged from peremptorily reducing fees to 
panel attorneys and should strive to create a system that ensures fair compensation to 
such attorneys. 


Recommendation 85 [former 93]: Provision of counsel should be increased for civil 
litigants, and mechanisms, including legal aid societies and similar organizations, for 
handling indigent and pro se cases in federal courts should be enhanced. 


Implementation Strategies: 


85a [former 93a] Bar associations should be encouraged to promote pro bono 
programs to make civil counsel available to assist litigants who otherwise would have 
to represent themselves in federal courts. Funding sources should be developed for 
provision of legal assistance by legal aid societies and similar organizations. 


85b [former 93b] Law schools should be encouraged to expand legal clinics to 


provide competent counsel for prisoner claims, and to low and moderate income 
persons in need of counsel. 
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85c [former 93c] Federal courts should adopt local rules authorizing law students 
involved in legal clinics to represent—with appropriate supervision—parties in need of 
counsel in federal courts. 


85d [former 93d] Special mechanisms should be created to handle pro se cases 
efficiently. The frequency of pro se filings, and the frequency of repeat filings by 
particular litigants, should be tracked through the judiciarys statistical system to 
allow informed assessment of the amount and impact of judge time and court resources 
devoted to pro se filings. 


85e [former 93e] Through the use of centralized staff operating under court 
supervision, district courts and courts of appeals should continue to screen pro se 
cases. 


Recommendation 86 [former 94]: The judicial branch should act to enhance 
understanding of the federa! courts and ensure that the fundamentals of the litigation 
process are understood by all who use it. The federal courts should encourage 
feedback from the public on how successfully the judicial branch meets public 
expectations about the administration of justice. 


Implementation Strategies: 


86a [former 94a] Information on using the courts should be provided through 
community institutions and in formats aimed at an increasingly diverse citizenry. 


866 [former 94b] Judicial outreach programs should be brought to educational and 
community organizations and other public institutions. 


86c [former 94c] Relations with the bar and law schools should be maintained and 
enhanced by participating in legal education and training programs and activities that 
enlist those institutions in educating the public about the legal system. 


86d [former 94d] Press and public access to court proceedings should be 
presumptively unrestricted, but access should be balanced with the courts’ primary 
mission to administer justice. 

Recommendation 87 [former 95]: Public understanding of the nature and significance 
of the federal judiciary’s role in the constitutional order (and the constraints under 
which the judiciary functions) should be improved. 

Recommendation 88 [former 96]: A comprehensive program should be developed to 
educate jurors about the role and function of federal courts. 


m . 


ol 


G7 


Judicial Conference of the United States 


Recommendation 89 [former 97]: The judiciary should seek public support on specific 
issues where the objective is approved by the Judicial Conference and where the issue 
has wide acceptance among the judiciary as a whole. 


Recommendation 90 [former 98]: Mechanisms should be established or simplified to 
receive and address public complaints about improper treatment by judges, attorneys, 
or court personnel in federal court proceedings and operations. 


Recommendation 91 [former 99]: Positive communication and coordination between 
the judicial branch and the executive and legislative branches should be enhanced. 


Implementation Strategies: 


91a [former 99a] The Chief Justice should annually deliver an address to the nation 
regarding the state of the federal judiciary. 


91b [former 99b] Congress should be encouraged to require the legislative staff of all 
substantive congressional committees and the Offices of Legislative Counsel in the 
Senate and the House of Representatives, when reviewing proposed legislation for 
technical problems, to satisfy to the greatest extent possible a legislative "checklist." 


91c [former 99c] Judicial branch representatives should continue to hold periodic 
meetings with Justice Department officials and members of Congress to discuss matters 
of common interest. 


91d [former 99d] A permanent National Commission on the Federal Courts should be 
created, consisting of members from the executive, legislative, and judicial branches of 
the federal government, and members from the state judiciary and academic world, to 
study on a continuing basis and to make periodic recommendations regarding a 
number of issues concerning the federal courts including, but not limited to, their 
appropriate civil and criminal jurisdiction. 


9le [former 99e] All courts of appeals should be encouraged to participate in the 
pilot project to identify technical deficiencies in statutory law and to inform Congress 
of same. 


Recommendation 92 [former 100]: The federal and state courts should communicate 
and cooperate regularly and effectively. : 
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Recommendation 93 [former 101]: The federal courts should work closely with the 
bar to enhance the quality of representation, to elicit support for needed improvements 
in the courts, and to generate better understanding of the special role of the federal 
courts in the justice system. 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 


LONG RANGE PLAN 


In the months preceding the September 1995 Judicial Conference session, the 
Executive Committee took action to facilitate Conference review of the Proposed Long 
Range Plan for the Federal Courts by referring to the appropriate Conference 
committees the proposed plan’s recommendations and implementation strategies that 
had been identified for further study by Conference members. In addition, the 
Committee adopted, on behalf of the Conference, a procedure for finalizing and 
distributing the Long Range Plan subsequent to the Conference’s September 1995 
session. This procedure authorizes the Conference Secretary, after consulting with the 
relevant Conference committees, to revise the commentary and other text in the Long 
Range Plan, as appropriate, in light of the actions taken by the Conference at this 
session, and to publish the approved Long Range Plan for the Federal Courts by the 
end of calendar year 1995 and distribute it publicly. 


The Executive Committee also approved, on behalf of the Judicial Conference 
and after consultation with all members of the Conference, technical amendments to a 
number of Long Range Plan recommendations and implementation strategies. These 
amendments satisfied the concerns raised by the Judicial Conference members who had 
asked (prior to April 11, 1995) that the items be further studied prior to Conference 
action. The recommendations and implementation strategies that were approved by the 
Committee as amended are as follows (numbers refer to recommendations in the 
Proposed Plan dated March 1995): Recommendations 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 9 (including 
Implementation Strategies 9a and 9b), 11, 16 (including Implementation Strategies 
16a-16c), and 30 (including Implementation Strategies 30a-30c), Implementation 
Strategy 39b, and Recommendations 76 and 98. See also supra "Review of the 
Proposed Plan," pp. 38-39. 


SENTENCING COMMISSION 


On recommendation of the Executive Committee, the Judicial Conference 
approved the following names for presentation to the President of the United States for 
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appointment, subject to the advice and consent of the Senate, to fill two impending 
vacancies on the United States Sentencing Commission: 


For reappointment: 
Judge A. David Mazzone, District of Massachusetts 

For appointment, vice Judge Julie Carnes, Northern District of Georgia: 
Judge Diana E. Murphy, Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals 


Judge Donald E. O’Brien, Northern District of Iowa 
Judge William B. Enright, Southern District of California 


LEGISLATION 


The Executive Committee considered, at the request of the relevant Conference 
Committees, a number of legislative proposals pending in the 104th Congress for 
which immediate comment or review by the Judicial Conference was required: 


° The Litigation Impact Statements Act of 1995 (S. 250). This bill 
would require the Administrative Office to prepare a litigation impact 
statement on all legislation reported out of congressional committees or 
on any bill for which an analysis was requested by a Senator. On 
recommendation of the Committee on the Administrative Office, the 
Executive Committee approved the following: 


That the Judicial Conference support ard encourage 
congressional interest in considering the impact of 
proposed legislation on the federal judiciary while 
working to modify the "Litigation Impact Statements 
Act of 1995" so that any requirement imposed on the 
Administrative Office is restricted to the assessment of 
federal judiciary impact of bills that have a significant 
impact on the federal judiciary. 


° Stop Turning Out Prisoners Act (S. 400 and Title III of H.R. 667). The 
Executive Committee considered this legislation, which deals with prisoner 
civil rights litigation, at the behest of the Committee on Federal-State 
Jurisdiction, and determined to send a letter to the Congress: 1) advising that, 
except for section 301(e) dealing with special masters (which the Conference 
opposes (JCUS-MAR 95, pp. 28-29)), the Conference takes no position 
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generally on the pending bills; and 2) informing the Congress of the potential 
impact of the Act on judiciary resources, potential problems in judicial 
administration, the federalism concerns implicated, separation of powers 
questions, and the implications of the Rules Enabling Act. 


° Regulatory Reform Legislation. On recommendation of the Committee on 
Court Administration and Case Management, the Executive Committee took no 
position on regulatory reform bills pending in the 104th Congress, but did 
agree that Congress should be apprised of the potential impact certain 
regulatory reform proposals would have on the federal judiciary. 


° Proposed Changes to the Civil Service Retirement System and the Federal 
Employees Retirement System (H.R. 1215). At the request of the Judicial 
Resources Committee, the Executive Committee considered proposed changes 
to the federal employee retirement systems which would increase judiciary 
employee retirement contributions and change the method for computing 
retirement benefits. In that connection, the Executive Committee approved 
transmission to Congress of the following: 


The Judicial Conference expresses its deep concern about the 
proposed changes to the federal employee retirement systems 
in H.R. 1215. We believe that this unprecedented treatment of 
employees who have relied upon their present retirement 
program will have a detrimental impact on court operations by 
adversely affecting employee morale, retention of current 
employees, and recruitment of future employees. 


RESOLUTIONS 


On recommendation of the Executive Committee, the Judicial Conference 
adopted the following resolution in recognition of the substantial contributions made 
by the Conference committee chairs who completed their terms of service on 
October 1, 1995: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States recognizes with 
appreciation, respect and admiration the following judicial officers: 


HONORABLE R. LANIER ANDERSON 
Committee on Codes of Conduct 
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HONORABLE GUSTAVE DIAMOND 
Committee on Defender Services 


HONORABLE STANLEY MARCUS 
Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction 


HONORABLE MICHAEL M. MIHM 
Committee on International Judicial Relations 


HONORABLE OTTO R. SKOPIL, JR. 
Committee on Long Range Planning 


HONORABLE ROBERT C. BROOMFIELD 
Committee on Security, Space and Facilities 


Appointed as committee chairmen by Chief Justice Rehnquist, 
these outstanding jurists have played a vital role in the administration 
of the federal court system. These judges served with distinction as 
leaders of their Judicial Conference committees while, at the same 
time, continuing to perform in their regular capacities as judges in their 
own courts. They have set a standard of skilled leadership and earned 
our deep respect and sincere gratitude for their innumerable 
contributions. We acknowledge with appreciation their commitment 
and dedicated service to the Judicial Conference and to the entire 
federal judiciary. 


The Judicial Conference, on recommendation of the Executive Committee, 
adopted the following resolution in memory of the late Chief Justice Warren E. 
Burger: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States notes with deep 
sadness the death of the Honorable 


WARREN E. BURGER 


Retired Chief Justice of the United States, on June 25, 1995, in 
Arlington, Virginia. 
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Chief Justice Burger served with distinction on the federal 
bench for thirty years, as a judge of the United States Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit from 1956 to 1969 and as 
Chief Justice of the United States from 1969 to 1986, during which 
time he served as Presiding Officer of this Conference. His devotion 
to the improvement of the administration of justice was legendary, and 
he left a legacy of administrative reforms from which we benefit 
today. Upon his retirement in 1986, Chief Justice Burger tirelessly and 
diligently led the nation in observing the 200th anniversary of the 
Constitution of the United States of America, playing a pivotal role in 
educating and inspiring younger generations to revere the Constitution 
as a treasured inheritance to be protected and preserved. 


His reputation as a jurist, a scholar, and an esteemed colleague 
will be forever a part of the history of this Conference and a grateful 
nation. The members of the Judicial Conference convey their heartfelt 
sympathies to Chief Justice Burger’s family. 


The Executive Committee, on behalf of the Judicial Conference, adopted the 
following memorial resolution for Judge Richard Chambers of the Court of Appeals 
for the Ninth Circuit: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States acknowledges 
with sorrow the death of the Honorable 


RICHARD H. CHAMBERS 


of the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, in Tucson, 
Arizona, on October 21, 1994. 


Born on November 7, 1906, Judge Chambers dedicated forty- 
one years of his professional life to the federal judiciary. He served as 
Chief Judge of the Ninth Circuit and, as such, was a member of the 
Judicial Conference of the United States for seventeen years, a 
remarkable tenure matched by few. While serving on several 
Conference committees, including the Executive Committee, the 
Committee on Judicial Statistics, and the Pacific Territories 
Committee, Judge Chambers provided the wisdom needed to meet the 
challenges of a burgeoning judiciary. His personal interest in and 
promotion of the history of the United States courts, and in particular 
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courthouses and furnishings, leave us a rich heritage of treasured 
artifacts and buildings. His steadfast manner, together with his 
insightful wit, rendered Judge Chambers a nationally respected legend 
in his own time. 


The members of the Judicial Conference of the United States 
convey their deepest sympathy to Judge Chambers’ wife and family. 


On recommendation of the Executive Committee’, the Judicial Conference 
adopted the following resolution in recognition of L. Ralph Mecham’s tenth 
anniversary as Director of the Administrative Office: 


On the occasion of his tenth anniversary as Director of the 
Administrative Office of the United States Courts, the Judicial 
Conference of the United States pays tribute to L. Ralph Mecham for 
his many notable accomplishments. Director Mecham’s distinguished 
leadership has served to reshape and strengthen the Administrative 
Office of the United States Courts to meet current and anticipated 
challenges. Among his many achievements are the construction and 
occupation of the Thurgood Marshall Federal Judiciary Building; the 
decentralization and automation of numerous court operations and 
funding; and the forging of solid, positive relationships between the 
judiciary and the United States Congress. 


The members of the Conference express their sincere 
appreciation and utmost regard to L. Ralph Mecham for his devoted 
service to the federal judiciary over the past ten years, and we look 
forward to our continued association for years to come. 


MISCELLANEOUS ACTIONS 
The Executive Committee: 
° Reaffirmed the current policy limiting payment of relocation expenses of 


overseas law clerks to $5000; restricted reimbursement to mandatory items, 
specifically excluding the shipment of automobiles; made a limited exception 


’ Director Mecham did not participate in the Committee’s consideration of this matter. 
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to the policy on shipment of automobiles for four individuals scheduled to 
begin clerkships in Puerto Rico in 1995, who had acted in reliance on their 
receiving the reimbursement; agreed that appropriate steps should be taken in 
advance of any authorization for :eimbursement to an overseas law clerk, to 
ensure adherence to the $5000 limit; denied requests for reimbursement of 
relocation expenses in two instances where it determined exceptions to the 
policy were not warranted; and approved a waiver of the repayment of 
reimbursement funds which had been paid erroneously to an individual; 


Agreed to request reprogramming of up to $10 million from the Salaries and 
Expenses appropriations account for additional court security expenses; 


Approved requests from the Committee on International Judicial Relations to 
1) enter into a Participating Agency Service Agreement (PASA) with the 
United States Agency for International Development, Rule of Law Section of 
the Democracy and Governance Center to co-sponsor a judicial training 
seminar and a Conference of the Organization of Supreme Courts of the 
Americas; and 2) sponsor judicial training seminars for judges from Argentina 
and from Ukraine; 


Transferred the official duty station of a bankruptcy judge from Beaumont to 
Plano, Texas; designated Beaumont as an additional place of holding 
bankruptcy court; and deleted Plano as an additional place of holding 
bankruptcy court. The Committee also agreed to transfer the official duty 
station of a bankruptcy judge from Miami to Fort Lauderdale, Florida: 


Approved a change in the effective date from August 1, 1995 to October 22, 
1995, of a new $15 bankruptcy court miscellaneous fee (to be earmarked for 
trustees) previously approved by the Judicial Conference (JCUS-MAR 95, p. 
16); 


Approved, at the request of the Defender Services Committee, the early release 
of a death penalty representation report (see infra "Death Penalty 
Representation," pp. 78-81) for use in the ongoing appropriations process; 


Agreed to waive section 3.02(d) of the Regulations of the Judicial Conference 
of the United States Establishing Standards and Procedures for the 
Appointment and Reappointment of United States Magistrate Judges to permit 
an individual to apply for a full-time magistrate judge position in the Western 
District of New York; 
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° Referred to an appropriate Conference committee the question of whether a 
comprehensive review of title 28 of the United States Code should be made 
and, if so, how it might be accomplished; 


. Agreed to send a letter to the Conference of Chief Justices reiterating the 
Judicial Conference’s longstanding support for the State Justice Institute; and 


° Reviewed a report of its Ad Hoc Committee on Legislative Relations and 
Coordination.* 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on the Administrative Office reported that it unanimously 
approved a resolution in appreciation of a decade of service by the Director of the 
Administrative Office. In addition, the Committee considered Administrative Office 
personnel support services during the period when law clerks are hired; evaluation and 
assessment activities; the role of the Administrative Office in vroviding investigative 
assistance to the courts; and several proposals to improve the Guide to Judiciary 
Policies and Procedures (Guide). 


COMMITTEE ON AUTOMATION 
AND TECHNOLOGY 


LAWBOOKS 


Based on the results of a study on the use of libraries and lawbooks in the 
courts, the Committee on Automation and Technology recommended that the Guide to 
Judiciary Policies and Procedures, Chapter VIII, Part M, “Lawbooks Available to 
Judges," be amended to delete certain legal publications. The Judicial Conference 
approved the amendment and agreed to eliminate funding for: 


1) Continuations in non-resident judges’ chambers in locations where there is a 
satellite or circuit headquarters library and when appropriate computer-assisted 
legal research (CALR) support is available; 


‘At its September 20, 1995, meeting, the Executive Committee tabled this report. 
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2) Subscriptions to Federal Practice Digest in chambers collections; 


3) Subscriptions to Shepards’ Citations in chambers collections (reaffirming a 
prior Conference policy on this publication); and 


4) Subscriptions in satellite libraries to regional reporters outside of their 
respective circuits. 


For courts that choose to do so, reprogramming of funds to maintain subscriptions is 
authorized when central funds are not provided. 


In addition, the Conference endorsed a requirement that circuit librarians 
provide to judges an annual inventory of chambers collections, including continuations 
costs. 


LOCALLY DEVELOPED CASE MANAGEMENT APPLICATIONS 


In order to ensure that courts utilizing locally developed case management 
systems are provided with funding for the costs of operating their systems on par with 
funding provided to courts with a na‘ionally supported case management system, the 
Judicial Conference, on recommendation of the Automation and Technology 
Committee, adopted the following certification policy, effective January 1, 1996: 


Locally developed case management applications that have been 
certified by the Committee on Automation and Technology as 
functionally equivalent to national case management applications 
(meeting minimum functional requirements and conforming to national 
requirements with respect to statistical reporting) will be provided 
funding for automation supplies, riaintenance and cyclical replacement 
costs. Any migration from a nationally supported case management 
application to a locally developed case management application must 
be cost-neutral to the Judiciary Automation Fund. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 


BANKRUPTCY JUDGESHIPS 


Under 28 U.S.C. § 152(b)(2), the Judicial Conference is required to submit 
recommendations for new bankruptcy judgeships to Congress, which determines the 
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number of judgeships for each judicial district. In September 1993, as the result of a 
1993 biennial bankruptcy judgeship survey, the Judicial Conference approedd 19 
additional bankruptcy judgeship positions (JCUS-SEP 93, pp. 40-41), but Congress has 
not acted on the judiciary’s request. Basfo on its 1995 biennial survey, the Committee 
on the Administration of the Bankruptcy System recommended and the Judicial 
Conference agreed that, in lieu of its September 1993 proposal, the Conference wiil 
transmit to Congress proposed legislation to create 11 additional bankruptcy 
judgeships, either temporary or permanent,’ as follows: 


New York, Eastern - 1 Temporary 
New York, Northern - | Temporary 
New Jersey - | Temporary 
Pennsylvania, Eastern - 1 Temporary 
Maryland - 1 Permanent 

Michigan, Eastern - 1 Temporary 
California, Central - 4 Permanent 
Florida, Southern - 1 Temporary 


TEMPORARY JUDGESHIP LEGISLATION 


The Bankruptcy Judgeship Act of 1992 (Pub. L. No. 102-361), which first 
authorized temporary bankruptcy judgeships, linked the term of each temporary 
judgeship to the date of enactment of the Act (August 26, 1992). As a result, because 
substantial delays may occur between the effective date of the authorizing act and the 
time new judges actually take office to fill newly created positions, a district could 
lose most or all of the benefit of an authorized temporary judgeship position. To 
remedy this situation, the Judicial Conference approved a Bankruptcy Committee 
recommendation that it seek legislation to amend section 3(b) of the Bankruptcy 
Judgeship Act of 1992 as follows (proposed new language is in italics; language to be 
omitted is lined through): 


VACANCIES..--The first vacancy in the office of bankruptcy judge in 
each of the judicial districts set forth in subsection (a), resulting from 
the death, retirement, resignation, or removal of a bankruptcy judge, 
and occurring 5 years or more after the appointment date of the 
enactment-ofthisAct judge named to fill the temporary judgeship 
position, shall not be filled. In the case of a vacancy resulting from 


*The designation of a judgeship in this list as temporary or permanent is subject to change 
should updated statistics warrant. 
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the expiration of the term of a bankruptcy judge not described in the 
preceding sentence, that judge shall be eligible for reappointment as a 
bankruptcy judge in that district. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 


FISCAL YEAR 1997 BUDGET REQUEST 


In recognition of congressional funding constraints, the Budget Committee 
anticipated the need to provide a funding level lower than that proposed by the 
program committees and recommended an alternative budget request. The Judicial 
Conference approved the alternative budget request for fiscal year 1997, modified to 
include an additional $12 million for new non-prospectus space in 1996. This budget 
request is approved subject to amendments necessary as a result of new legislation, 
actions of the Judicial Conference, or other reasons the Director of the Administrative 
Office considers necessary and appropriate. 


The Conference discussed the need to reduce space rental costs and tasked the 
Security, Space and Facilities and Budget Committees to work with the Administrative 
Office to devise a plan, for approval by the Judicial Conference at its March 1996 
session, to reduce the future growth of overall space rental costs, including prospectus 
and non-prospectus projects. The circuit judicial councils and court units will be given 
an opportunity to provide input into the development of the plan. In addition, the 
Conference agreed that funding for fiscal year 1997 non-prospectus space projects will 
be offset on a national basis. 


BUDGET DECENTRALIZATION 


On recommendation of the Budget Committee, the Judicial Conference agreed 
to expand reprogramming authority to allow circuit judicial councils to reprogram 
funds between Temporary Emergency Fund Authorization (TEFA) and tenant 
alterations. The reprogramming guidelines were amended to allow circuit judicial 
councils to reprogram funds between TEFA and tenant alterations beginning in 
October, 1995 (FY 1996), provided that prior notification of reprogrammings over 
$5,000 (both into and out of tenant alterations) be given to the Administrative Office’s 
Space and Facilities Division and that all tenant alterations accomplished because of 
this transfer authority fall within the space standards included in the United States 
Courts Design Guide. 
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COMMITTEE ON CODES OF CONDUCT 


CODES OF CONDUCT 


The Committee on Codes of Conduct, after extensive study and opportunity for 
comment from judges and judiciary personnel, proposed a new consolidated code of 
conduct for judicial employees which combined into a single code five of the six 
existing judicial employee codes, expanded coverage of the code to include virtually 
all judicial employees, and updated, streamlined and clarified existing code provisions. 
The Judicial Conference approved the new Code of Conduct for Judicial Employees 
and repealed the existing codes of conduct for clerks, probation and pretrial services 
officers, circuit executives, staff attorneys and law clerks, effective January 1, 1996. 


The Committee recommended retaining a separate code of conduct for federal 
public defenders and expanding the code to cover all federal public defender 
employees. (Administrative employees in federal public defender offices had not been 
covered under the former code.) The Judicial Conference approved the revised Code 
of Conduct for Federal Public Defender Employees, to replace the existing Code of 
Conduct for Federal Public Defenders, effective January 1, 1996. 


The new codes will be published i: the Guide to Judiciary Policies and 
Procedures. 


POLITICAL ACTIVITIES GUIDELINES 


On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference agreed to 
rescind its September 1943 resolution on political activities, set forth in the Guide to 
Judiciary Policies and Procedures, Volume II, Chapter VII, Part D, and to replace the 
Political Activities Guidelines, found in Subchapter 1733.1, Chapter X, Volume I of 
the Guide, with a reference to appropriate portions of Volume II of the Guide. The 
1943 resolution and the related guidelines are unnecessary because existing employee 
codes of conduct have long imposed more restrictive standards on political activities 
and provide adequate replacement. 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Codes of Conduct reported that since its last report, it 
received 37 new written inquiries and issued 35 written advisory responses. The 
Chairman received and responded to 59 telephone inquiries. In addition, individual 
Committee members responded to 49 inquiries from their colleagues. 
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COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION 
AND CASE MANAGEMENT 


SERVICES TO PERSONS WITH COMMUNICATIONS DISABILITIES 


The judiciary has long been on record as supporting full access to judicial 
proceedings by all segments of the disabled community. See, e.g., JCUS-SEP 94, 
p. 50 (use of appropriated funds for sign language interpreters); JCUS-SEP 94, p. 68 
(accessibility of courtrooms and related judiciary facilities). In an effort to improve 
access by individuals who are deaf or hearing-impaired and persons with other 
communications disabilities, the Judicial Conference, modifying a recommendation of 
the Court Administration and Case Management Committee, adopted a policy that all 
federal courts should provide reasonable accommodations to persons with 
communications disabilities. The Conference further agreed to require courts to 
provide, at judiciary expense, sign language interpreters or other appropriate auxiliary 
aids to deaf and hearing-impaired participants in federal court proceedings in 
accordance with guidelines prepared by the Administrative Office. This requirement 
does not apply to spectators, nor does it apply to jurors, whose qualifications for 
service are determined under other provisions of law.'° The guidelines to implement 
these policies will be developed by the Administrative Office, under the supervision 
and subject to the approval of the Court Administration and Case Management 
Committee and the Conference. 


VIDEOCONFERENCING PILOT PROGRAMS 


There are currently three active videoconferencing pilot programs in the 
district courts (Middle District of Louisiana, Western District of Missouri, and Eastern 
District of Texas), all involving prisoner civil cases, and one pilot in a bankruptcy 
court (Western District of Texas), which were scheduled to sunset on September 30, 
1995. On recommendation of the Committee on Court Administration and Case 
Management, the Judicial Conference agreed to extend the pilots in three of the courts 
(Middle istrict of Louisiana did not request an extension) for an additional six 
month. io cover the period until the Committee submits to the Conference its 
evalua. .::. © the videoconferencing pilot program. In addition, because the 
prelim. :::, results from the pilot courts are promising, the Conference delegated 
authority to the Committee to expand videoconferencing to five additional district 
courts to conduct prisoner civil rights hearings according to criteria established by the 


‘This language reflects a technical amendment made by the Executive Committee on 
September 20, 1995. 
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Committee. However, funds will not be expended for this expansion until the 
Conference has had the opportunity to review the Committee’s evaluation of the pilot 
program. 


JUROR QUALIFICATION QUESTIONNAIRE 


The Jury Selection and Service Act at 28 U.S.C. § 1865(b)(1) requires a 
potential juror to have "resided for a period of one year within the judicial district" in 
order to be qualified to serve on a federal grand or petit jury. To clarify that the 
residency requirement is met if jurors have a "substantial nexus" with the community 
in which they serve (allowing jurors who spend the winter in other parts of the country 
to serve in their home states), the Conference approved a Committee recommendation 
to revise the residency question on juror qualification forms to read as follows: "Has 
your primary residence for the past year been in this state?" 


MISCELLANEOUS BANKRUPTCY FEES 


On recommendation of the Court Administration and Case Management 
Committee, the Judicial Conference approved the following technical amendment to 
item 21 of the bankruptcy court miscellaneous fee schedule to clarify that the $60 fee 
charged for filing a motion to withdraw the reference "of a case" applies to motions to 
withdraw reference of "proceedings" as well as "cases." The amendment also makes a 
technical change in accordance with Rule 1001 of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy 
Procedure (new language is in italics; language to be omitted is lined through). 


(21) For filing a motion to terminate, annul, modify, or condition the 
automatic stay provided under § 326(a) of title 11, a motion to compel 
abandonment of property of the estate pursuant to Bankruptey-Rule 
Rule 6007(b) of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure, or a 
motion to withdraw the reference of a case or proceeding under 28 
U.S.C. § 157(d), $60. 


FEES CHARGED TO CHILD SUPPORT CREDITORS 


To minimize confusion and inconsistency in collecting and waiving fees 
charged to child support creditors or their representatives, the Judicial Conference 
approved the recommendation of the Court Administration and Case Management 
Committee that it: 
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1) Amend item 21 of the bankruptcy court miscellaneous fee schedule to provide 
that no fee is to be charged for the filing of a motion for relief from the 
automatic stay by a child support creditor or representative of such creditor 
who files a form that contains information detailing the child support debt, its 
status, and other characteristics, as prescribed by § 304(g) of the Bankruptcy 
Reform Act of 1994; 


2) Amend item 6 of the bankruptcy court miscellaneous fee schedule to provide 
that no fee is to be charged for the filing of a complaint initiating an adversary 
proceeding by a child support creditor or representative who files the form 
described in subsection | above; and 


3) Recommend enactment of legislation to clarify § 304(g) to provide for waiver 
of various statutory filing fees, such as the fee for filing an involuntary 
petition or for filing a notice of appeal, if filed by a child support creditor or 
representative of such creditor. 


ALIEN ASYLUM PROCEDURE AMENDMENT 


A proposed amendment to immigration reform legislation (H.R. 2202, 104th 
Congress) would have significantly altered the current alien asylum process, 
transferring thousands of additional cases into the federal courts of appeals. In 
addition, it would have made the initial decision of the asylum officer the final 
administrative decision, providing courts of appeals an inadequate record for review. 
On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference agreed to communicate 
to Congress its serious concern over the alien asylum procedure amendment to 
immigration reform legislation. 


COMMITTEE ON CRIMINAL LAW 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Criminal Law reported that it had discussed a number of 
issues including the designation of inmates for the Intensive Confinement Program, the 
development of a new model for evaluating the risk of recidivism posed by offenders, 
the need for a fully irtegrated case management information system for probation and 
pretrial services offices, and the upcoming 1996 guidelines cycle of the United States 
Sentencing Commission. 
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COMMITTEE ON DEFENDER SERVICES 


DEATH PENALTY REPRESENTATION 


The Committee submitted a Report on Death Penalty Representation which 


describes the process for the review of death sentences in habeas corpus proceedings, 
the role of Criminal Justice Act (CJA) panel attorneys and post-conviction defender 
organizations in those proceedings, and the relationship of federal proceedings to state 
court procedures for the review of death sentences. The Judicial Conference approved 
the report, including the recommendations set forth therein, as follows: 


I) 


2) 


3) 


4) 


5) 


Post-Conviction Defender Organization (PCDO) funding should be continued 
so that PCDOs may continue to play a vital role in providing representation in 
capital habeas corpus cases. 


PCDO grant requests should propose methods of providing more direct 
representation (as opposed to consultation services), unless the PCDO can 
demonstrate that providing more direct representation is not cost-effective. 
"Direct representation" means that a PCDO staff attorney appears in court as 
counsel or co-counsel of record. 


The Guide for Appointment of Counsel in Criminal Cases should provide that 
courts in districts served by a PCDO should consider appointing a PCDO staff 
attorney as counsel or co-counsel in capital habeas corpus cases. The Guide 
should also recommend that when two attorneys are appointed, the court 
should consider appointing one from the district’s PCDO rather than two 
private attorneys. 


PCDOs should not be funded to provide "heavy consultation" services in cases 
in which the PCDO is not counsel or co-co-insel of record. Heavy 
consultation services include, but are not limited to, reviewing records, 
researching case-specific legal issues, drafting pleadings, investigatii.g claims, 
and providing detailed case-specific advice to counsel, ix such tasks take a 
substantial amount of time. When such services are required to 2nsure 
effective representation, the PCDO should seek appointment as counsel or co- 
counsel. 


PCDOs should continue to be funded to provide "light consultation" services 
when their staff attomeys do not appear as counsel or co-counsel of record. 
Light consultation services are those that a lawyer in private practice would 
typically seek from another lawyer who specializes in a particular field of law. 
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When two private attorneys are appointed as counsel, the PCDO should 
provide only minimal consultation assistance. 


PCDOs should continue to receive funding to support efforts to recruit counsel 
to represent inmates and, where desirable, funding to support continuing legal 
education in death penalty and capital habeas law. 


PCDO grants should be tied to a specific commitment regarding the pending 
caseload that its staff attorneys will maintain. Initially, PCDOs should 
calculate their workload on the assumption that each staff attorney can 

maintain a caseload of at least four to six direct representation cases at any 
given time. If a PCDO’s staff cannot handle this caseload, the PCDO should 
be required to explain why. A challenge to a single conviction or sentence, 
regardless of the number or forums of the judicial proceedings, should count as 
just one case. 


The Defender Services Committee should decide, following further study, 
whether this preliminary view as to caseload is reasonable. 


Staff of the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts should study PCDO 
recordkeeping and reporting requirements and practices. This study should 
recommend to the Committee on Defender Services improvements that would 
facilitate assessing PCDO needs, monitoring PCDO compliance with caseload 
commitments, and controlling PCDO cost. The study should address the 
following suggestions: 


a. All judicial proceedings attacking a single conviction and death 
sentence should be considered one case. Thus, PCDOs wo «4 be 
expected to record no more than one case for each death row inmate 
they represent unless the inmate as been sentenced to death in more 
than one proceeding. 


b. All PCDOs should use standard definitions for direct representation 
and consultation cases. "Direct representation" should include only 
cases in which a PCDO staff attorney appears as counsel or co-counsel 
of record. 


c. PCDO grant requests should include a description of the PCDO’s 
caseload and totals from time and expense records, covering all 
categories of work. PCDO internal records should provide an auditor 
with at least the following information: (1) each staff attorney’s 
pending caseload; (2) both annual and cumulative time and expense 
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9) 


10) 


11) 


12) 


13) 


14) 


records for each case in which the PCDO is providing either direct 
representation or consultation services; (3) records allocating case 
activity and cost between federal court and state court; and (4) both 
annual and cumulative time and expense records for all non-case- 
specific work, including, for example, recruitment of counsel and 
lawyer training. 


d. For the jurisdiction they serve, PCDOs should be able to provide 
annual "snapshots" of the status of all death row inmates’ challenges to 
their death sentences. The snapshots should show (1) the jurisdiction’s 
total death row population; (2) how many inmates have counsel; (3) 
how many inmates have challenges pending; (4) whether those 
challenges are direct appeals or collateral proceedings; and (5) in what 
courts those challenges are pending. 


The Defender Services Committee should, in consultation with the 
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, revise the current Draft Guidelines 
for Determining Whether an Activity Constitutes Federal Work to clarify for 
what services federal grant funds can be spent. 


Judges should bc encouraged to ensure that private counsel seek PCDO 
expertise before undertaking time-consuming or costly litigation tasks. 


The Guide for Appointment of Counsel in Criminal Cases should provide that 
courts are encouraged to require appointed counsel to submit (ex parte) a 
proposed litigation budget for court approval. The budget would serve 
purposes comparable to those served by private retainer agreements by 
confirming both the court’s and the attorney’s expectations as to compensable 
fees and expenses. 


Counsel requesting fees and expenses should provide the judge or magistrate 
judge considering the request a complete history of prior payments made in ihe 
case. The form or the voucher should be revised to include a space for this 
history. 


Courts should be encouraged to employ the case management techniques used 
in complex civil litigation to control costs in federal capital habeas corpus 
cases. 


The Federal Judicial Center should be asked to offer judges training in case 
management techniques (including establishing case budgets and reviewing 


- compensation claims) applicable to federal capital habeas corpus cases. 
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15) Federal and state judges should foster communication and cooperation among 
all those involved in capital litigation. For example, circuits should consider 
sponsoring state/federal conferences for lawyers (including state attorneys 
general, PCDO attorneys, and private attorneys) and state and federal judges to 
discuss issues affecting capital litigation. 


16) | The Defender Services Committee should consider contracting with an author 
to write capital habeas corpus handbooks for use as research tools. The 
handbooks, if they are to replace current research materials, should describe 
the state of the law in each federal circuit and death penalty jurisdiction. 


In addition, the Conference approved a recommendation by the Committee on 
Defender Services that the Central District of California institute a four-year pilot 
project to establish a unit within the federal public defender organization to provide 
representation in federal capital habeas corpus proceedings. 


COMMUNITY DEFENDER AND POST-CONVICTION DEFENDER ORGANIZA1IONS 


The Judicial Conference approved a number of amendments to the grant and 
conditions documents for traditional community defender organizations and post- 
conviction defender organizations. ihe amendments, many of which would more 
closely subject the grantee organizations to policies which are applicable to federal 
public defender organizations, include, inter alia, the following: 


1) New requirements for the maintenance of financial records and employee time 
records (Clause 7); 


2) Provision for an annual audit of financial records, by an accounting firm or 
firms under a contract with the Administrative Office (continued use of local 
accountants for financial services necessary for the operation of the grantee is 
provided for during the transition to the national contract auditor) (Clause 8); 


3) A requirement for the return of unexpended grant funds within 60 days of the 
end of the fiscal year (Clause 5); 


4) A requirement that property and services be procured in a manner that 
promotes open and competitive procedures (Clause 11); 


5) A prohibition against nepotism (Clause 19); and 
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6) A prohibition against the private practice of law by employees of the 
organization (new Clause 21). 


DEFENDER ORGANIZATION FUNDING REQUESTS 


The Committee on Defender Services is authorized to approve funding 
requests for defender organizations on behalf of the Judicial Conference. Since the: 
March 1995 Conference session, the Committee approved a total increase of $626,400 
in the fiscal year 1995 budgets of federal public defender organizations, and a total 
increase of $436,700 in the fiscal year 1995 grants for community defender 
organizations. 


PANEL ATTORNEY COMPENSATION 


The Defender Services Committee, pursuant to the authority delegated to it by 
the Judicial Conference (JCUS-SEP 91, p. 57), approved a maximum rate of $75 per 
hour for both in-court and out-of-court services of appointed counsel for the District of 
Maine, the Western District of Arkansas, the District of Nebraska, and the Eastern 
District of Virginia. This brings to 93 the number of districts for which an alternative 
CJA panel attorney compensation rate of $75 per hour has been authorized. Due to 
funding limitations, alternative rates have been implemented in only 16 of these 
districts. 


COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL-STATE JURISDICTION 


COURT OF FEDERAL CLAIMS 


The Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction reviewed several legislative 
proposals which would significantly expand the jurisdiction and remedial powers of 
the Court of Federal Claims. The Committee recommended that the Judicial 
“onference: 


1) Oppose legislative provisions that would grant the Court of Federal Claims 
authority to invalidate Acts of Congress or agency regulations; 


2) Oppose legislative provisions that would authorize the Court of Federal Claims 


to grant injunctive and declaratory relief in any case over which the Court of 
Federal Claims has subject matter jurisdiction; 
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3) Oppose legislative provisions that would grant the Court of Federal Claims 
jurisdiction over "ancillary tort claims” in cases otherwise within the Court of 
Federal Claims’ jurisdiction; and 


4) Oppose legislative provisions that would repeal 28 U.S.C. § 1500 if the repeal 
is not accompanied by a provision for stay or transfer of duplicative claims. 
This represents a modification of a prior Conference position simply opposing 
repeal of § 1500 (JCUS-MAR 92, p. 22). 


The Judicial Conference approved the recommendations of the Committee. 


LEGISLATION TO MITIGATE LITIGATION 


S. 136, 104th Congress, would amend title 1 of the United States Code by 
adding a new section 7 that would "clarify the effect and application of legislation" by 
deeming all future law 1) to be prospective only; 2) not to create a private cause of 
action; and 3) not to preempt state law. The proposed section would further provide 
that these presumptions govern unless a law specifies otherwise by express reference to 
the rule of the new section intended to be negated. On recommendation of the 
Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction, the Judicial Conference supported generally 
S. 136, the goals and focus of which are consistent with Conference policy (see JCUS- 
SEP 90, p. 61), and more specifically: 


1) Endorsed the first presumption concerning prospective application and the 
second presumption regarding the creation of private causes of action; 


2) Endorsed in principle the third presumption concerning the preeinption of state 
law, but noted that constitutional concerns are raised that should be studied 
further; and 


3) Suggested that the language "by express reference to the paragraph of this 
section intended to be negated" be deleted from the proposed section 7 so that 
the presumptions will apply unless a law simply "specifies otherwise. " 


REVIEW OF STATE LAWS ADOPTED BY REFERENDUM 


H. R. 1170, 104th Congress, would require three-judge panels to consider 
applications for interlocutory or permanent injunctions restraining the enforcement, 
Operation, or execution of state laws adopted by referendum on the ground of 
unconstitutionality. Under the bill, the three-judge panels must expedite consideratic i 
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of the action, and their decisions would be appealable directly to the Supreme Court. 
On recommendation of the Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction, the Judicial 
Conference endorsed the following resolution in opposition to H.R. 1170: 


The Judicial Conference opposes H.R. 1170 (104th Congress) 
and reaffirms its opposition to three-judge panels generally, including 
the requirement of such panels for applications for interlocutory or 
permanent injunctions restraining the enforcement, operation, or 
execution of state laws adopted by referendum on the ground of 
unconstitutionality, for the following reasons: 


Three-judge district courts continue to be generally 
cumbersome and problematic forums for the consideration of claims. 
Although the Judicial Conference has previously endorsed legislation 
requiring three-judge courts for reapportionment cases, those cases deal 
with the structure, not the outcome, of the democratic process, often in 
conditions of great urgency because of pending scheduled elections 
that cannot practicably be postponed. Such cases should not become 
the template for expanded use of three-judge courts in other contexts. 
Regardless of the number of cases that could be instituted under the 
proposed legislation, the Judicial Conference considers the concept of 
three-judge courts to be inconsistent with sound judicial administration. 


In addition, the reguirement that the three-judge panel expedite 
consideration of applications for injunctions that would be filed under 
H.R. 1170 is unnecessary. Such priority already exists under 
28 U.S.C. § 1657, which requires all courts to expedite any actions for 
temporary or preliminary injunctions, among other specified cases. 
Beyond those actions identified in section 1657, the Judicial 
Conference continues to oppose the imposition of litigation priority or 
expediting requirements in civil cases. 


Furthermore, mandating direct review by the Supreme Court of 
such cases disrupts carefully crafted and welli-sitled procedures for the 
consideration of appeals from the district court. Such review bypasses 
the screening that occurs at the court of ap: als levci and circumvents 
the development of legal interpretations through **e various circuits. 
Direct review also may lead to incomp!cte recorus veing placed before 
the Supreme Court as well. 


Injunctions appealed to a court of appeals already are required 
to be expedited pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1657. In addition, under 
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28 U.S.C. § 2101(e), the Supreme Court currently has the authority to grant an 
application for a writ of certiorari prior to the entry of judgment by the court 
of appeals when direct review is deemed appropriate. Bypassing intermediate 
appellate review prior to ultimate consideration of constitutional issues by the 
Supreme Court is an extraordinary measure that should be left to the discretion 
of the Supreme Court in the exercise of its constitutional responsibilities. 


COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Financial Disclosure reported that as of July 13, 1995, it 
had received 2,803 financial disclosure reports and certifications for the calendar year 
1994, including 1,195 reports and certifications from Article III justices and judges, 
324 from bankruptcy judges, 441 from magistrate judges, and 845 from judicial 
employees. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Intercircuit Assignments reported that during the period 
from January |, 1995, to June 30, 1995, 85 intercircuit assignments, undertaken by one 
retired associate justice and 64 Article III judges were recommended by the Committee 
and approved by the Chief Justice. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
JUDICIAL RELATIONS 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 
The Committee on International Judicial Relations reportcJ that plans are 


proceeding for the second Conference of the Organization of Supreme Courts of the 
Americas to be held October 23-27, 1995, in Washington, D.C. 


85 


Judicial Conference of the United States 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 


SENIOR JUDGES 


On recommendation of the Committee on the Judicial Branch, the Judicial 
Conference endorsed the following resolution: 


The Judicial Conference recognizes that senior judges provide 
an invaluable resource to the federal courts. Senior judges should be 
provided the same level of respect and deference as their active 
colleagues, and should suffer no diminution in status because of their 
retirement from active service. Senior judges should be treated for all 
purposes exactly like active judges except to the extent otherwise 
required by statute or policy of a circuit judicial council. 


In addition, the Judicial Conference voted to recommit for review by the 
Committee on the Judicial Branch the ‘ssue of whether to rescind a 1964 Judicial 
Conference resolution which requires senior judges to be designated on an annuai basis 
to sit in their own districts (JCUS-SEP 64, p. 59). The policy has also been applied to 
Circuit judges. 


NATIONAL COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL DISCIPLINE AND REMOVAL 


The Committee on the Judicial Branch reviewed three recommendations of the 
National Commission on Judicial Discipline and Removal which had not yet been 
considered by the Judicial Conference. Modifying the first recommendation to limit 
the period of time the tolling provision could operate, the Committee recommended 
approval of the Commission’s recommendations. The Conference concurred, agreeing 
to: 


1) Request that Congress consider enacting a statute which provides that (a) upon 
conviction of a felony involving a crime of moral turpitude subject to 
punishment by imprisonment of one year or more, a federal judge shall cease 
to accrue credit, through age or years of service, toward retirement under the 
"Rule of 80"; (b) such tolling shall not operate for more than two years 
subsequent to the resolution of all appeals by a convicted judge; and (c) if 
conviction is reversed on appeal or set aside on collateral attack, a judge 
should have service credit restored, absent impeachment in the interim; 


86 


ql 


September 19, 1995 


2) Urge circuit judicial councils to consider programs of judicial evaluation in the 
federal courts, and recommend to circuit judicial councils that a judicial 
evaluation program be designed to insure as much statistical reliability and 
confidentiality as possible, and that the information provide constructive 
criticism of the individual judge; and 


3) Urge each circuit judicial council to adopt a mandatory self-reporting rule that 
requires federal judges to inform their respective chief judge, on a confidential 
basis, whenever they have been indicted, arrested, or informed that they are the 
target of a federal or state criminal investigation for a crime which is subject 
to punishment by imprisonment of one year or more. 


In March 1994, the Judicial Conference approved in principle a Commission 
recommendation that it promulgate a uniform policy on the limitations a judicial 
council should impose on a judge who is personally implicated in the criminal process, 
and it directed that the issue be referred to a committee to draft an implementing 
policy (JCUS-MAR 94, p. 30). The Committee on the Judicial Branch reviewed the 
matter and proposed the following model policy, which the Judicial Conference 
adopted, urging that it be implemented by the circuit judicial councils: 


1) Federal judges who are indicted or formally charged for any offense which is 
subject to punishment by imprisonment of one year or more shall have all of 
their criminal cases reassigned, and may be permitted to continue with their 
civil dockets and administrative duties until it is determined that they must 
devote their time primarily to their own defense; and 


2) Federal judges who have been implicated in a criminal process by way of 
arrest, or informed that they are the target of a federal or state criminal 
investigation for a crime which is subject to punishment by imprisonment of 
one year or more, may be permitted to continue with their criminal and civil 
dockets and administrative duties until the judicial council determines, after 
considering all the circumstances, to adopt the limitations which the nature of 
the investigation and charges justify. ) 


COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL RESOURCES 


RELEASE OF JUDGE-SPECIFIC DATA 


At its March 1995 session, the Judicial Conference endorsed the current 
practice prohibiting the disclosure of judge-specitic information from national 
statistical databases pending additional study by the Committee on Judicial Resources 
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(JCUS-MAR 95, pp. 21-22). Upon further review, the Committee concluded that if 
information about individual judges is to be released, this should be done locally, 
rather than nationally, since court staff are in a better position to provide current and 
accurate information about circumstances related to specific judges or cases. The 
Conference adopted the Committee’s recommendation to reaffirm the March 1995 


policy. 


DISTRICT CLERKS’ STAFFING FORMULA - NATURALIZATION FACTOR 


The current staffing formula for district clerks’ offices, approved by the 
Conference in September 1992 (JCUS-SEP 92, p. 72), includes a staffing factor to 
support naturalization activities. Implementation of the Immigration Act of 1990 
resulted in a shift in responsibility from the clerks’ offices to the Department of Justice 
for many of the clerical and administrative functions related to naturalization. A 
staffing measurement study was conducted, and a new naturalization staffing factor 
was developed. On recommendation of the Judicial Resources Committee, the Judicial 
Conference approved the proposed work factor for naturalization in the district clerks’ 
offices to be effective with the fiscal year 1996 allocation. 


BANKRUPTCY CLERKS’ STAFFING FORMULA - BANKRUPTCY NOTICING 
CENTER 


In order to assess the staffing impact of the Bankruptcy Noticing Center 
(BNC) on the current bankruptcy clerks’ staffing formula, a work measurement study 
was conducted. The study indicated that in two areas, noticing and metered mail, 
processing times were significantly different due to the use of the BNC, and revised 
factors were developed in these areas. The Judicial Conference endorsed the Judicial 
Resources Committee’s recommendation that the proposed noticing and metered mail 
factors for the bankruptcy clerks’ staffing formula be approved, to be implemented as 
courts transition their noticing to the BNC. Full implementation for all courts is 
expected in fiscal year 1997. 


PREARGUMENT CONFERENCE ATTORNEYS 


In September 1994, the Judicial Conference approved requests from two courts 
of appeals to fund upgrades of preargument attorneys (JCUS-SEP 94, pp. 56-57). The 
upgrades were based on the fact that both senior and line attorneys perform equal 
mediation work, and that the mediation function should be the determining factor for 
compensation. In order to assist other courts of appeals in funding similar upgrades 
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for line conference attorneys, the Judicial Conference, on recommendation of the 
Judicial Resources Committee: 


1) Raised the target grade for line conference attorneys in the Ninth and Eleventh 
Circuits to the JSP-16 level, provided funding for one line conference attorney 
in each of these circuits at the JSP-16 level, and provided funding for 
remaining line attorneys at the JSP-15 level. 


2) Agreed that, upon request of the court made prior to implementation of the 
Court Personnel System (CPS) in that court, funding will be provided 


centrally: 

a at the JSP-16 level for one line conference attorney in each court of 
appeals (i.e., one attorney in addition to the chief conference attorney); 
and 

b. at the JSP-15 level for all remaining line conference attorneys 
in that court. 


Following implementation of CPS in any court of appeals which has not 
received such funding for conference attorney positions under the Judiciary 
Salary Plan, comparable funding will be provided by the Administrative Office 
upon request of the court. 


The Judicial Conference also agreed that the staffing level for conference 
attorney offices in the courts of appeals would not be capped at 84 percent. 


ELECTRONIC COURT RECORDER OPERATORS 


At its March 1995 session, the Judicial Conference approved the allocation of 
electronic court recorder operator positions for active district judges (who choose 
electronic sound recording as the method of recording court proceedings) in the same 
manner as the allocation of official court reporter positions (JCUS-MAR 95, p. 22). 

To eliminate any disincentive to the use of electronic sound recording in bankruptcy 
courts, the Judicial Conference approved a Judicial Resources Committee 
recommendation that the allocation of electronic court recorder operator staffing credit 
for bankruptcy judges be made in the same manner as the allocation of contract court 
reporting services and funded at the same percentage level. In addition, the 
Conference agreed that electronic court recorder operator staffing credit for bankruptcy 
judges would be provided as part of the bankruptcy clerks’ staffing formula based on a 
factor of 1.25 hours of credit for every judge-court hour. 
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PRO SE LAW CLERK PROGRAM 


In September 1994, the Judicial Conference approved in principle a policy that 
the pro se law clerk program would no longer be a component of the clerk’s office. 
Rather, the chief judge of each district will appoint and supervise the pro se law clerks 
in the district, but may delegate that authority to another judicial officer or the clerk. 
The Conference further determined to refer issues raised by the implementation of this 
policy to the Judicial Resources Committee (JCUS-SEP 94, p. 48). 


At this session, the Judicial Conference, on recommendation of the Judicial 
Resources Committee, agreed to remove the factor for pro se law clerk work from the 
district clerks’ staffing formula and to allocate pro se law clerk positions directly to the 
chief judges of the district courts. Pro se legal positions will be allocated according to 
the same criteria currently included in the formula (at 100 percent of formula, one 
position is allocated for 211 prisoner petitions) and at the same staffing levels 
approved for positions in the district clerks’ offices (84 percent in fiscal year 1996). 
The support position of pro se writ clerk will continue to be allocated through the 
formula to the clerks’ offices, along with overhead staffing credit to support the pro se 
law clerk program. In addition, the Conference agreed to exclude pro se law clerk 
positions from the Court Personnel System and, consequently, from the Cost Control 
Monitoring System, and also from the budget decentralization program. Pro se law 
clerks will remain covered by the Judiciary Salary Plan grading, qualification, and 
compensation system that currently applies to them. 


CIRCUIT EXECUTIVES’ OFFICES 


The Judicial Conference approved a Judicial Resources Committee 
recommendation that five additional permanent positions in circuit executives’ offices 
be included in the fiscal year 1997 budget request, as follows: two each in the Third 
and Sixth Circuits and one in the Eleventh Circuit. 


STAFF SUPPORT TO RECALLED BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 


The Judicial Conference approved a proposal of the Committee on Judicial 
Resources that the Conference recommend that each circuit judicial council develop its 
own written guidelines for setting staffing levels for recalled bankruptcy judges. These 
guidelines would, inter alia, enable bankruptcy judges considering recalled status to 
know in advance the level of staff support they could expect. 
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LAW CLERK POSITION FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW MEXICO 


The Judicial Conference, on recommendation of the Judicial Resources 
Committee, approved a permanent law clerk position for the District of New Mexico 
to provide staff support for the court’s caseload of water rights cases. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE MAGISTRATE JUDGES SYSTEM 


CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE JUDGE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Committee on the Administration of 
the Magistrate Judges System and the recommendations of the Director of the 
Administrative Office, the district courts, and the judicial councils of the circuits, the 
Judicial Conference approved the following changes in salaries and arrangements for 
full-time and part-time magistrate judge positions. Changes with a budgetary impact 
are to be effective when appropriated funds are available. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 
District of Columbia 


Made no change in the number or arrangements of the magistrate judge 
positions in the district. 


FIRST CIRCUIT 
District of Puerto Rico 


Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the magistrate 
judge positions in the district. 


SECOND CIRCUIT 
Northern District of New York 


Redesignated the official location of the full-time magistrate judge position in 
Watertown as Watertown or Albany or Binghamton. 
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THIRD CIRCUIT 
District of Delaware 


Made no change in the number of positions, or the location or arrangement of 
the existing magistrate judge position in the district. 


District Court of the Virgin Islands 


Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the magistrate 
judge positions in the district. 


FOURTH CIRCUIT 
Northern District of West Virginia 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


FIFTH CIRCUIT 
Western District of Louisiana 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Monroe from 
Level 6 ($10,320 per annum) to Level 4 ($30,960 per annum). 


SIXTH CIRCUIT 
Southern District of Ohio 


Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the magistrate 
judge positions in the district. 


SEVENTH CIRCUIT 
Western District of Wisconsin 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate judge position at Eau Claire. 
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EIGHTH CIRCUIT 


Northern District of lowa 


I) 


2) 


3) 


Converted the part-time magistrate judge position at Sioux City to full-time 
Status; 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Sioux City 
from Level 4 ($30,960 per annum) to Level | ($56,760 per annum), effective 
October 1, 1995, until such time as a full-time magistrate judge is appointed at 
Sioux City; and 


Made no change in the location or arrangements of the other magistrate judge 
position in the district. 


District of Minnesota 


Designated the full-time magistrate judge position at Duluth, in the District of 
Minnesota, to serve in the adjoining Western District of Wisconsin in 
accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 631(a). 


NINTH CIRCUIT 


Eastern District of California 


1) Discontinued the part-time magistrate judge position at Yreka; 

2) Reduced the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Redding from 
Level 4 ($30,960 per annum) to Level 5 ($20,640 per annum); and 

3) Made no change in the number, locations, salaries or arrangements of the other 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 

District of Hawaii 

1) Authorized an additional part-time magistrate judge position at Honolulu at 
Level 2 ($51,600 per annum); 

2) Upon the appointment of a part-time magistrate judge at Honolulu, 


discontinued the part-time magistrate judge positions at Hilo and Wailuku; and 


93 


7S 


G9 


Judicial Conference of the United States 


3) Made no change in the number, locations, salaries or arrangements of the other 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


District of Oregon 


Increased the salary of the part-tiine magistrate judge position at Bend from 
Level 7 ($5,160 per annum) to Level 2 ($51,600 per annum). 


Eastern District of Washington 


Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the magistrate 
judge positions in the district. 


TENTH CIRCUIT 
District of Colorado 
1) Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Denver; and 


2) Made no change in the number, locations, salaries or arrangements of the other 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


District of Utah 


1) Redesignated the official location of the part-time magistrate judge position at 
Cedar City as St. George; and 


2) Made no other change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of 
the magistrate judge positions in the district. 


ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 
Southern District of Alabama 


Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the magistrate 
judge positions in the district. 


Middle District of Florida 


1) Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Jacksonville; 
and 
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2) Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the other 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


Southern District of Georgia 


Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the magistrate 
judge positions in the district. 


ACCELERATED FUNDING 


The accelerated funding program was established to provide prompt magistrate 
judge assistance to judicial districts seriously affected by drug filings or impacted by 
the Civil Justice Reform Act. The Judicial Conference approved a recommendation by 
the Committee to designate the new magistrate judge positions at Denver, Colorado, 
and Jacksonville, Florida, for accelerated funding in fiscal year 1996. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES OF PRACTICE 
AND PROCEDURE 


FEDERAL RULES OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the Judicial 
Conference proposed amendments to Rules 21 (Writs of Mandamus and Prohibition 
Directed to a Judge or Judges and Other Extraordinary Writs), 25 (Filing and Service), 
and 26 (Computation and Extension of Time) of the Federal Rules of Appellate 
Procedure. The proposed amendments were accompanied by Committee notes 
explaining their purpose and intent. The Conference approved the amendments for 
transmission to the Supreme Court for consideration, with the recommendation that 
they be approved by the Court and transmitted to Congress pursuant to law. 


FEDERAL RULES OF BANKRUPTCY PROCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the Judicial 
Conference proposed amendments to Bankruptcy Rules 1006 (Filing Fee), 1007 (Lists, 
Schedules and Statements; Time Limits), 1019 (Conversion of Chapter 11 
Reorganization Case, Chapter 12 Family Farmer’s Debt Adjustment Case, or Chapter 
13 Individual’s Debt Adjustment Case to Chapter 7 Liquidation Case), 2002 (Notices), 
2015 (Duty to Keep Records), 3002 (Filing Proof of Claim or Interest), 3016 (Filing 
of Plan and Disclosure Statement in Chapter 9 Municipality and Chapter 11 
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Reorganization Cases), 4004 (Discharge), 5005 (Filing), 7004 (Process, Service of 
Summons, Complaint), 8008 (Filing and Service), and 9006 (Time), together with 
Committee notes explaining their purpose and intent. The Conference approved these 
amendments and authorized their transmittal to the Supreme Court for consideration, 
with the recommendation that they be adopted by the Court and transmitted to 
Congress pursuant to law. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the Judicial 
Conference proposed amendments to Rules 5 (Service and Filing of Pleadings and 
Other Papers) and 43 (Taking of Testimony) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 
Committee notes explaining their purpose and intent were transmitted with the 
proposals. The Conference approved these amendments and authorized their 
transmittal to the Supreme Court for consideration, with the recommendation that they 
be approved by the Court and transmitted to Congress pursuant to law. 


Asked by a Conference member to review the determination of the Committee 
to publish for comment a proposed amendment to Civil Rule 47 dealing with attorney- 
conducted voir dire, the Conference declined to take action. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the Judicial 
Conference a proposed amendment to Rule 32 (Sentence and Judgment) of the Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure, together with Committee notes explaining its purpose 
and intent. The Conference approved the amendment, authorizing its transmittal to the 
Supreme Court for consideration, with the recommendation that it be adopted by the 
Court and transmitted to Congress pursuant to law. 


The Committee also proposed an amendment to Criminal Rule 16 (Discovery 
and Inspection) that would have established parallel reciprocal disclosure provisions for 
the prosecution and the defense regarding the testimony of an expert witness on the 
defendant’s mental condition. It also would have required the government, seven days 
before trial, to disclose to the defense the names of government witnesses and their 
statements, unless it believed in good faith that pretrial disclosure of this information 
might threaten the safety of a person or risk the obstruction of justice. The Judicial 
Conference disapproved the proposed amendment. 
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Asked by a Conference member to review the determination of the Committee 
to publish for comment a proposed amendment to Criminal Rule 24 dealing with 
attorney-conducted voir dire, the Conference declined to take action. 


COMMITTEE ON SECURITY, 
SPACE AND FACILITIES 


COURT FACILITIES STUDY 


The Committee on Security, Space and Facilities, as part of a study on the 
efficient use of court facilities, surveyed district courts and circuit judicial councils as 
to whether there existed courthouse facilities not occupied by a resident, full-time 
judicial officer, which could be returned to the General Services Administration 
(GSA). Six facilities were identified by the courts and circuit councils as no longer 
needed. Under 28 U.S.C. § 462(f), the Judicial Conference must approve the closure 
of court accommodations before the Director of the Administrative Office notifies 
GSA that the facilities are no longer needed. On recommendation of the Committee, 
the Judicial Conference approved the release of court facilities at Pueblo, Colorado; 
Ponca City, Oklahoma; Easton, Pennsylvania; Paris, Texas; Montpelier, Vermont; and 
Wausau, Wisconsin. 


COURT SECURITY 


In light of an increased emphasis on security, the Committee on Security, 
Space and Facilities reviewed a GSA draft policy on criminal history background 
checks for GSA contract employees working in federal buildings, including personnel 
involved in guarding, cleaning, and maintaning buildings. The Committee 
recommended, and the Judicial Conference concurred, that the General Services 
Administration be encouraged to amend proposed guidelines on background 
investigations to require that: (1) all background checks of GSA contract personnel 
working in court areas include a review of criminal records maintained by the state 
when not precluded by applicable law; and (2) no contract employee be allowed to 
work in court areas until such time as the required background check has been 
completed. 

Multi-tenant federal facilities that house court operations pose a unique 
security concern for the United States Marshals Service. In recognition of the security 
risks posed and additional costs incurred when security screening posts are established 
at multiple locations within a facility, the Judicial Conference strongly encouraged the 
General Services Administration and respective court security committees to take 
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whatever steps are necessary to insure provision of a uniform high level of security at 
all multi-tenant facilities that house judicial officers and court operations. The 
Conference further determined that the Committee on Security, Space and Facilities 
and the Administrative Office should coordinate with the GSA and the United States 
Marshals Service to identify these facilities and take appropriate actions to enhance the 
level of security at these location., with an emphasis on requiring ingress screening in 
such facilities. 


The General Services Administration is responsible for providing perimeter 
security at federal office buildings. The level of perimeter security provided is based 
on the results of a GSA-conducted physical security survey process, which treats each 
facility as if it were a standard office building. Because court facilities are not 
standard office-type buildings, the Cominittee recommended that the Judicial 
Conference encourage the General Services Administration, working in conjunction 
with the United States Marshals Service, to amend the risk assessment process used to 
determine the level of security to be provided at the perimeter of a building housing 
the judiciary so that the unique security risks of court facilities are addressed at every 
federal facility housing courts or judicial officers. The Conference concurred in this 
recommendation. 


UNITED STATES COURTS DESIGN GUIDE 


In September 1994, the Judicial Conference approved revisions to the United 
States Courts Design Guide (Design Guide) related to the Americans with Disabilities 
Act (ADA) (JCUS-SEP 94, p. 68). It subsequently appeared that some of the text 
related to the ADA required further clarification. In addition, other modifications to 
the Design Guide were necessary. On recommendation of the Committee on Security, 
Space and Facilities, the Judicial Conference approved changes to the Design Guide 
including revisions pertaining to accessibility, accommodation of juries in bankruptcy 
courts, alternative dispute resolution suites, and computer-related needs. 


FIVE-YEAR PLAN OF COURTHOUSE CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS 


At its March 1995 session, in response to congressional criticism and urgent 
requests for a priority listing, the Judicial Conference approved a recommendation of 
the Committee on Security, Space and Facilities to develop a five-year plan of 
courthouse construction projects. After opportunity for input from each circuit judicial 
council, the Committee recommended a plan “or the projects needed by the judiciary in 
the fiscal years 1996-2000, assuming that the same amount of funding that has been 
made available by the Congress in previous fiscal years will be made available in the 
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future. The Judicial Conference approved the five-year plan of courthouse 
construction projects, so that the General Services Administration can use the plan as a 
tool for determining when housing needs at a particular location should be addressed. 


FUNDING 


All of the foregoing recommendations which require the expenditure of funds 
for implementation were approved by the Judicial Conference subject to the 
availability of funds, and subject to whatever priorities the Conference might establish 
for the use of available resources. 


RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 


The Conference authorized the immediate release of matters considered by this 
session where necessary for legislative or administrative action. 


ae Bye y) hi wr 
My; ‘Mears » 
Chief Justice of the United es 
Presiding 


December 28, 1995 
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CO ver ten years ago, | arrived at the Administrative Office shortly after the late 
Chief Justice Warren E. Burger and the Supreme Court appointed me Director. 
As | reflect back on these last 10 years, | realize how much change there has been for 
the judiciary and the Administrative Office. This has been a period of substantial 
growth in the civil and criminal justice activities of federal government—in regulation, 
law enforcement, litigation, and adjudication. The responsibilities, activities and bud- 
gets of the various government entities carrying out these functions, including the 
Department of Justice and the judiciary, have grown rapidly. 

With resilience, flexibility, dedication and energy, the judiciary’s governance 
elements, and its individual judges and staff, have successfully met these challenges. 
Despite a tripling in its budget over the past decade, the amount of work to be done 
has outpaced the growth in resources, and the judiciary as an institution, and judges 
individually, have adopted practices to improve productivity. The courts have stream- 
lined processes, developed ways to use technology, and cut costs wherever possible. 

The judicial branch is fortunate to attract judges and staff of the highest caliber, 
committed to upholding Article III of the U.S. Constitution and to sustaining the 
independence, fairness and integrity of the American system of justice. Every judiciary 
employee, each member of the judicial family, serves the cause of justice in his or her 
everyday work. This is as true of each staff member in the Administrative Office 
whether they are supporting a Judicial Conference committee, analyzing statistics, 
conducting an audit, drafting a procedural guide, or developing a computer program, 
as it is of a law clerk researching a legal question or a docket clerk maintaining a case 
record. At a time when critics of federal government and political debate often seem 
to denigrate the importance and value of public service, judiciary employees can and 
should stand proudly because of the excellent, and “essential,” work they do for the 
American taxpayers. 

Ten years ago, | set out to open communications and improve responsiveness and 
service to the courts; enhance relations with Congress and pursue the legislative 
policies of the Judicial Conference; strengthen support to the Judicial Conference and 
its committees; stimulate badly needed federal courthouse construction; attain a new 
building for Administrative Office and other federal judicial support agencies in 


Washington; improve planning, budgeting and management processes; and decentral- 
ize administrative decision-making to the courts. 

Ten years later, | am proud to say that many dedicated employees worked long, 
hard hours to realize these goals. We have built a strong congressional relations pro- 
gram, which has allowed us to achieve many legislative successes. The most recent 
significant legislative accomplishment was the continuing resolution in which the 
judiciary was the only total entity in government without previous funding to be 
totally funded through the end of the year. 

We have supported the Judicial Conference and its committees in evaluating and 
considering hundreds of policy and functional issues. We have reached out and 
established a true partnership with court employees through advisory groups, automa- 
tion umbrella and user groups, and special task forces. We have helped coordinate 
with the General Services Administration and guide the largest federal courthouse 
construction program in history. We are occupying the Thurgood Marshall Federal 
Judiciary Building, a great building that combines beauty and economy. We have 
acknowledged and strengthened the capabilities of court executives to make sound 
business decisions, and we have delegated budget, personnel, procurement and other 
administrative authorities to them. 

Although Congress has generally recognized the unique funding needs of the 
judiciary, budget restrictions have been and will continue to challenge us to find less 
costly ways of doing business, which we are doing. This report highlights improvement 
efforts that are saving millions of dollars. The Administrative Office is constantly 
seeking creative ways to accomplish our work with fewer resources. Our commitment 
to the judiciary remains strong—to provide the federal judiciary with the highest 
possible level of service. The remarkable competence and hard work of the agency’s 
staff continue to produce an extraordinary record of accomplishment, as described in 
this report. 


Leonidas Ralph Mecham, Director 
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Contained costs and supported efficiency efforts underway judiciary-wide. 


Monitored and analyzed the impact of legislative proposals, assisted Judicial Conference 
representatives who testified before congressional committees, and provided information to 
the offices of members of Congress as well as the general public. 


Planned meetings, organized agendas, and produced reports for the Judicial Conference 
and its committees. 


Assisted the Judicial Conference and its committees complete the Long Range Plan for the 
Federal Courts. 


Provided orientation programs for 53 new judges and 37 new chief judges. 
Launched Federal Court Management Report, a new periodical for court managers and staff. 


Sought advice from hundreds of court officials through advisory groups and automation 
user groups. 


Determined better approaches for performing certain court operations through the Judi- 
ciary Methods Analysis Program. 


Initiated reviews of federal defender organizations to improve program administration and 
oversight. 


Sponsored a Summit on Supervision of Offenders. 


Implemented new standards for preparing petty offense presentence investigation reports 
and post-sentence investigation reports to improve quality and consistency and reduce 
costs. 


Provided guidance to circuits on establishing bankruptcy appellate panels. 
Installed the Data Communications Network at 83 court sites. 


Established initial guidelines and strategies for developing an automated systems infrastruc- 
ture for the judiciary. 


Developed more effective, efficient ways to manage information gathering and reporting. 
Began converting courts circuit by circuit to the new Court Personnel System. 


Implemented the Cost Control Monitoring System for personnel compensation allotments, 
and simplified the allotment proces: used to disburse non-personnel funds to the courts for 
fiscal year 1996. 


Responded to eight GAO reviews. 
Initiated a study required by the Congressional Accountability Act. 
Held introductory automation training classes for 240 judges. 


Trained more than 1,000 court employees in various aspects of financial management. 


| | ‘he entire federal judiciary continued to grapple successfully with an austere 


budget environment, a demanding workload, changing technology, and the 
continuing federalization of crimes. In these times of government-wide cutbacks, the 
judiciary has been successful at convincing Congress of the need for adequate fund- 
ing to perform its mission of providing for fair and equal justice for all Americans. The 
Administrative Office has had to make continuous adjustments to make the most 
effective use of available resources, so that it could continue providing the essential 
dynamic programs and comprehensive support that have long been its tradition of 
service. 
This report on the 1995 activities of the agency describes the results and progress 

of these efforts. 


CONGRESSIONAL RELATIONS 


Administrative Office staff, under the leadership of Director Leonidas Ralph 
Mecham, facilitate an active exchange of information between the Judicial Conference 
and the Congress. The goal is to ensure that the interests and the viewpoint of the 
judiciary are fully understood during the course of the legislative process. Staff activi- 
ties include monitoring and analyzing bills that would affect the judiciary if enacted 
into law and reporting on the bills to the relevant Judicial Conference committees. 
Agency staff assist representatives of the Judicial Conference who testify before 
congressional committees and meet regularly and confer with House and Senate staff. 

Administrative Office staff also respond to requests for information from the 
offices of members of Congress. Staff produced a “Guide to the Federal Judiciary,” a 
booklet for new members of Congress that includes commonly asked constituent 
questions, to help meet this need. Congressional committees also require a wide 
range of operational and statistical information about the courts. 


Congress: ::: oversight of the judiciary’s operations continued in 1995. During 
the year, the General Accounting Office (GAO) was engaged in eight reviews of 
federal judiciary programs and functions, and Administrative Office staff spent a 
substantial amount of time responding to GAO's requests for information. 


LEGISLATIVE ACTIVITY 
The first session of the 104th Congress has been extr 
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active on many issues of critical importance to the jud 
House majority's “Contract with America” inclu . ‘ 
proposals to reduce the cost of government and. al: 
budget. Congressional action toward these goals 
the judiciary’s request for 1996 fiscal year appr ) 
tions and the courthouse construction program. Ne: 
Senate and House Judiciary Committees consid: 
ered and processed bills dealing with “reforms” | ag, 
of habeas corpus, mandatory restitution, prisoner * : iF 
civil rights suits, product liability, executive 1 
agency regulatory practices, and other justice 

system issues that directly affect the federal courts. 

The Judicial Conference, with Administrative Office 
support, responded energetically to the active 104th Con- 
gress. The chairmen of nine Judicial Conference committees testified before congres- 
sional committees, some of whom appeared more than once. 

The Administrative Office continued its efforts in 1995 to support the judiciary’s 
efforts to improve communication between the Third Branch and the legislative and 
executive branches of government. The Judicial Conference Executive Committee 
met quarterly with Attorney General Janet Reno and her senior staff to discuss issues 
of mutual interest. 

The Administrative Office and the Department of Justice have organized working 
groups to discuss issues of mutual interest and concern. The criminal issues working 
group, chaired by Judge Maryanne Trump Barry, Committee on Criminal Law, and 
the civil issues working group, led by members of the Federal-State Jurisdiction 
Committee and Committee on Court Administration and Case Management, met 
regularly during the year to share information and opinions on current legislative 
issues with Attorney General Janet Reno and Justice Department senior staff. 


Criminal Justice 

The Taking Back Our Streets Act of 1995 (H.R. 3), the anti-crime bill that is part 
of the Republican “Contract with America,” was the subject of hearings at the outset 
of the 104th Congress. Immediately thereafter, four titles of the bill, each of which 
impacts federal courts, were introduced and passed by the House. The bills deal with 
mandatory victim restitution (H.R. 665), “exclusionary rule” reform (H.R. 666), 
prisoner civil rights litigation (H.R. 667), and habeas corpus reform (H.R. 729). 

The Senate passed a habeas corpus reform bill as part of an anti-terrorism bill that 
is awaiting a conference committee with an anti-terrorism bill reported from the 
House Judiciary Committee. The Senate also passed a prisoner civil rights bill as a 
rider to an appropriations bill. The Senate Judiciary Committee approved a bill in late 
November requiring that courts order full restitution to victims of a broad range of 
federal felonies. Judge Maryanne Trump Barry, chairman of the Committee on Crimi- 
nal Law, testified to the committee that current restitution practices were operating 
effectively in light of the high rate of indigence among federal offenders. 

This criminal justice system legislation is expected to reach the final stages of the 
legislative process early in 1996. 


Judicial Operations 

The Federal Courts Improvement Act of 1995 was introduced in both the House 
and Senate as H.R. 1989 and S. 1101, respectively. The bill contains more than 50 
provisions and addresses administrative and financial practices of the judicial branch. 
The bill also would improve court procedures and reform judicial pay and retirement 
law. Important provisions would reverse the “rule of 80” for Article III judges, to 
lower the threshold age for retirement from 65 to 60 as long as the combined age 
and years of service equal 80, and repeal “section 140,” which bars automatic pay 
increases for federal judges except as especially authorized by Congress. At a Senate 
Judiciary Subcommittee hearing on S. 1101, Judge Barefoot Sanders, chairman of the 
Committee on the Judicial Branch; Judge Stephen Anderson, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Federal-State Jurisdiction; and Judge Gustave Diamond, immediate past 
chairman of the Committee on Defender Services, explained the provisions of the bill 
and the need for their enactment. 

In December 1995, President Clinton signed into law P.L. 104-60, a bill to extend 
the duration of 12 temporary judgeships created in 1990 by P.L. 101-650. Early in the 
year, Administrative Office Director Leonidas Ralph Mecham transmitted to Congress 
the Judicial Conference request for 20 more temporary judgeships for courts of 
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appeals and 23 (18 permanent and five temporary) additional judgeships for district 
courts. No action was taken on this request. 

The House Judiciary Committee began considering H.R. 2604, which would 
create five permanent and six temporary bankruptcy judgeships. Three judges, includ- 
ing Chief Judge Paul Magnuson, chairman of the Judicial Conference Committee on 


Administration of the Bankruptcy System, testified in December 1995 at a hearing on 
this bill. 

A House Judiciary Subcommittee held a hearing in April 1995 on H.R. 1443, the 
Court Arbitration Authorization Act of 1995. The bill would require all district courts 
to set rules and procedures providing for court-annexed arbitration in civil cases. Judge 
Ann Williams, chairman of the Committee on Court Administration and Case Man- 
agement, testified against passage of the bill. The Judiciary Committee has not acted 
on the bill. 


The Senate Finance Committee held a hearing on the World Trade Organization 
(WTO) Dispute and Review Commission Act (S. 16), which would establish a com- 
mission of five federal judges from courts of appeals to render advisory opinions on 
the validity of decisions by the WTO involving U.S. violations of the GATT Treaty. 
Judge Stanley Harris, chairman of the Committee on Intercircuit Assignments, testified 


in Opposition. The Finance Committee has not acted on the bill. 


Article Ill Judge Vacancies 


During the first session of the 104th Congress, President Clinton nominated 69 


persons for Article III judgeships. Fifty-five of those nominated were confirmed by the 
Senate, and two were withdrawn. Twelve nominations either are pending before the 
Senate Judiciary Committee or awaiting floor action. As of February |, 1995, there 


were !2 vacancies on the courts of appeals, and 39 vacancies in district courts. There 
are indications that some key senators will review court caseloads before acting on 
specific nominees. 


New Evidence Rules Under the Violent Crime Control 
and Law Enforcement Act of 1994 

Congress also was involved in the rule-making process during 1995. Under the 
Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994, Congress created Evi- 
dence Rules 413-415 to admit propensity evidence in certain sexual misconduct cases. 


The effective date of these new rules was deferred for 150 days to allow the Judicial 
Conference to study them. 


The Judicial Conference submitted a report to Congress in February 1995 that 


addressed policy concerns raised by the new rules and asked Congress to reconsider 
its decision. The report proposed alternative amendments to the federal rules of 
evidence that would meet congressional concerns while clarifying ambiguities and 
eliminating possible constitutional problems. Congress did not act on the Judicial 
Conference recommendations, and the new Evidence Rules 413-415 became effective 
in July 1995. 


Judicial Impact Statements 

The 1994 elections had a substantial effect on both the pace and volume of 
legislative proposals that could affect the workload and operations of the federal 
judiciary. These proposals include efforts to revise federal criminal law, restrict pris- 
oner civil-rights suits, reform product liability statutes, restructure the administrative 
regulatory process, and possibly extend application of Congressional Accountability 
Act requirements to the federal judiciary. During the consideration of these and other 
major issues, Administrative Office staff developed judicial impact statements detailing 
potential caseload estimates and related costs. 

Judicial impact statements have become an essential part of the agency's coordi- 
nated efforts to assure that Congress and the executive branch understand the full 
workload and cost ramifications of their proposals on the federal courts before they 
are enacted or implemented. 


Chief Judge Gilbert S. 
Merritt (6th Circuit) testifie 
before a joint House-Senate 
committee on line-item veto 
legislation. 


Line Item Veto 
Early in 1995, both houses passed bills that give the President the authority to 
veto any line item in an appropriation bill, including appropriations for the judicial 
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branch. Chief Judge Gilbert S. Merritt, chairman of the Judicial Conference Executive 
Committee, testified before a joint hearing of the Senate Committee on Governmen- 
tal Affairs and the House Committee on Government Reform and Oversight that 
such empowerment of the President threatens the independence of the judiciary. A 
conference committee will try to reconcile the differences between the bills passed by 
the House and Senate. 


APPROPRIATIONS 


Communicating the judiciary’s financial needs to the Appropriations Committees, 
and in some instances to the Budget Committees, is a critically important responsibil- 
ity of the Judicial Conference Budget Committee, chaired by Chief Judge Richard S. 
Arnold. The committee is supported by agency staff, who maintain close liaison with 
congressional staff. 

One of the major services that the Administrative Office provides for the federal 
judiciary is developing and executing its budget. The agency continued in 1995 to 
consider carefully how the judiciary does business, to look for cost savings, and 
become more efficient. 


Fiscal Year 1995 
The judiciary’s fiscal year 1995 budget request was $3 billion, a 10 percent 


increase over 1994. This increase was less than increases requested in previous years 
because of new, more rigorous procedures used to develop the 1995 budget. On 
August 26, 1994, the President signed a bill appropriating $2.9 billion in fiscal year 
1995 for the judiciary, a 6 percent increase over 1994. The amount appropriated for 
Salaries and Expenses, the judiciary’s main operating account, was 8.5 percent more 
than the previous year. The Administrative Office received a 5.8 percent increase over 
fiscal year 1994. 

A number of adjustments to the judiciary’s 1995 appropriation were made by the 
Emergency Supplemental/Rescissions Act of 1995, which was signed by the President 
on July 27, 1995. The Act provided an additional $16.6 million for court security. The 
bill also appropriated $1 million for the National Bankruptcy Review Commission. 
The nine-member commission, including two federal judges, was created by the 
Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1994 to study issues relating to the Bankruptcy Code. 

The Supplemental/Rescissions Act rescinded $79 million in courthouse construc- 
tion funds that were authorized in 1995 and previous fiscal years. Other fiscal year 


1995 rescissions included $9.5 million for defender services, $5 million for juror fees, 
and $1 million for the Court of International Trade. 


(L to R) Director Leonidas 
Ralph Mecham, Judge M. 
Blane Michael (4th Circuit), 
Judge Richard S. Arnold (8th 
Circuit), and Judge John CG. 
Heyburn II (Kentuchy- 
Western) prepare to present 
the judiciary’s budget request 
to Congress. 


Fiscal Year 1996 


Efforts to secure a 1996 pay adjustment for federal judges pursuant to the Ethics 
Reform Act of 1989 failed when the Treasury, Postal Service, and General Govern- 


ment Appropriations bill denied cost-of-living increases to federal judges, members of 
Congress, and senior executive branch officials. However, the bill makes Senior 
Executive Service and general schedule employees eligible for cost-of-living and 
locality pay increases. 

With Congress looking for opportunities to cut federal spending, and because of 
the disagreement between the President and the Congress on spending priorities and 
deficit reduction, the fiscal year 1996 budget process was particularly difficult. The 
deadlock on these issues resulted in two partial government shutdowns because of 
the inability to enact certain appropriation bills, including the judiciary’s. Because of 
the judiciary’s decision to use fees and carry over funding if necessary to continue 
operations, only one of the shutdowns affected judiciary employees. 

The judiciary’s revised fiscal year 1996 budget request was $3.22 billion, nearly 11 
percent more than the amount appropriated in fiscal year 1995. The House mark 
provided $3.04 billion and the Senate mark provided $3.07 billion. A conference 
agreement was reached that provided the judiciary $3.05 billion, about 5 percent 
above the fiscal year 1995 level. Administrative Office funding was frozen at the 1995 


11 


| Ab 


THE JUDICIARY 


Summary of Fiscal Year 1996 Budget Appropriation 


Percentage Percentage Percentage Percentage Percentage 
FY 1996 Over FY 1996 Over Over Over Over 
Appropriation Enacted Total Enacted Revised Enacted House Enacted Senate Enacted Enacted Enacted 
Account FY 1995 Request FY 1995 Request FY 1995 Mark FY 1995 Mark FY1995 FY 1996 FY 1995 
Supreme Court 
Salaries and 
Expenses $24,240 $25,834 6.6% $25,834 6.6% $25,834 6.6% $25,834 6.6% $25,834 6.6% 
Buildings and 
Grounds $3,000 $4,003 33.4% $4,003 33.4% $3,313 10.4% $3,313 10.4% $3,313 10.4% 
Subtotal $27,240 $29,837 9.5% $29,837 9.5% $29,147 7.0% $29,147 7.0% $29,147 7.0% 
Court of 
for the Federal Circuit $13,438 $15,495 15.3% $15,495 15.3% $14,070 4.7% $14,288 6.3% $14,288 6.3% 
Court of International 
Trade $10,685 $10,859 1.6% $10,859 16% $10,859 1.6% $10,859 1.6% $10,859 16% 
Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and Other Judicial Services 
Salaries and 
Expenses $2,340,127 $2,645,965 13.1% $2,551,099 9.0% $2,409,024 29% $2,446,195 45% $2,433,141 4.0% 
Defender 
Services $240,500 $295,761 23.0% $285,293 18.6% $260,000 81% $274,433 141% $267,217 11.1% 
Fees of Jurors $54,346 $72,008 32.5% $59,02 8.6% $59,028 8.6% $59,028 8.6% $59,028 86% 
Court Security $113,640 $116,433 2.5% $121,233 6.7% $109,724 -34% $102,000 -10.2% $102,000 -10.2% 
Subtotal $2,748,613 $3,130,167 13.9% $3,016,653 9.8% $2,837,776 3.2% $2,881,656 48% $2,861,386 4.1% 
Administrative 
Office $47,500 $53,445 12.5% $53,445 12.5% $47,500 0.0% $47,500 0.0% $47,500 0.0% 
Federal Judicial 
Center $18,828 $20,771 10.3% $20,771 10.3% $18,828 0.0% $17,000 -9.7% $17,914  -4.9% 
Retirement Funds $28,475 $32,900 15.5% $32,900 15.5% $32,900 15.5% $32,900 15.5% $32,900 15.5% 
U.S. Sentencing 
Commission $8,800 $9,500 8.0% $9,500 8.0% $8,500  -3.4% $8,500 -3.4% $8,500 -3.4% 
Crime Trust Fund $0 $30,700 N/A $30,700 N/A $41,500 N/A $30,000 N/A $30,000 N/A 
TOTAL $2,903,579 $3,333,674 14.8% $3,220,160 10.9% $3,014,080 47% $3,071,850 58%  $3,052404 5.1% 
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level of $47.5 million. For the most part, the conference agreement split the difference 
between accounts in the House and Senate bills. On January 6, 1996, the President 
signed a continuing resolution to fund the judiciary through September 30, 1996, at 
the level approved in the conference agreement. 

Passage of funding for the judiciary for the full year at the conference level was 
one of the most significant legislative accomplishment achieved by the judiciary during 
the last 10 years. In the bill signed by the President, the judiciary was the only total 
entity in government that previously had been unfunded to be totally funded through 
the end of the year, particularly at an increase over 1995 levels. This historic event 
occurred all in a matter of a couple of hours on a Friday evening, with some unusual 
parliamentary maneuvers, preceded by hours of effort by judges and Administrative 
Office staff and critical contacts by the Chief Justice explaining the urgency of obtain- 
ing an uninterrupted source of funding. 


Funding for Courthouses 
The final Treasury, Postal Service, and General Government appropriations bill 
was signed November 19, 1995, providing $366 million for nine courthouse construc- 
tion projects and the Seattle, Washington courthouse, which had funding rescinded in 
fiscal year 1995. However, all new construction starts were rejected. The judiciary was 

able to obtain this funding with the invaluable aid of many judges, especially Judges 
Robert C. Broomfield and Robert E. Cowen, the former and current chairmen of the 
Committee on Security, Space and Facilities. The House bill had included $238 
million for courthouse construcuc ., and the Senate bill provided $368 million. The 
President's original budget request was nearly $739 million. 

The conference report for the appropriations bill included language directing the 
judiciary to revise the U.S. Courts Design Guide and to prioritize court construction 
projects before submitting any fiscal year 1997 project requests. It also 


specified that none of the appropriated funds could be spent unless 
the projects are authorized. The Administrative Office worked closely 
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with the authorizing committees to convince them to act before 
December 31, 1995. 
On December 19, 1995, in response to a request from the 
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Senate Environment and Public Works Subcommittee on | 
Transportation and Infrastructure, the Judicial Conference "Lene Ss 


Executive Committee approved a numerical ranking of court- / 4} & BB eee 


house projects. Agency staff assisted the Conference's Security, 


Space and Facilities Committee and the Executive Committee in this effort, which 
was fully coordinated with chief judges having pending projects and with the circuit 
judicial councils. 

These efforts resulted in the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee 
authorizing 19 courthouse projects on December 19. Many of these projects still 
require authorization by the House and some require appropriations. 

The judiciary also has begun a comprehensive review of the Design Guide to 
determine where revisions are appropriate. These efforts should permit the fiscal year 
1997 projects to move forward without the controversy that surrounded this year’s 
courthouse construction program. 


SUPPORT TO THE 
JUDICIAL CONFERENCE, 
JUDGES, AND COURTS 


The Director of the Administrative Office serves as 
Secretary to the Judicial Conference of the United States. 


One of the agency's main responsibilities is providing 
professional support to the Judicial Conference and its 
committees. The agency also maintains the Conference's 
official records. 

Administrative Office employees were actively 
involved in the work of the Conference and its commit- 
tees during 1995. They planned meetings, prepared 


agendas, and produced reports. They also provided sub- 
stantive analyses of issues, sought advice and opinions from 
advisory groups of court officials, and made recommenda- 
tions for consideration by committees, and ultimately, the 
Judicial Conference. Many of the accomplishments de- 
scribed in this report are related to Judicial Conference 
committee activities. 

Support for judges is a key priority for all Administra- 
tive Office employees. The agency provides legal counsel, orienta- f 
tion and training programs, program management, case-manage- | 
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ment tools, chambers automation capabilities, payroll and benefits services, statistical 
reports, and general ombudsman support for judges. Administrative Office staff also 
provide guidance, evaluation, and support in a wide range of administrative and 
program areas for all court employees. Law clerks, secretaries, circuit executives, 
district court executives, clerks of court, librarians, court reporters, interpreters, staff 
attorneys, bankruptcy administrators, probation and pretrial services staff, federal 
defenders, and others perform vital roles in court operations in more than 800 
locations nationwide. 

The agency's policy and support responsibilities touch on all aspects of operations 
in the Third Branch. Of particular significance in 1995 were the agency's economy 
and improvement efforts. 


Economy and Improvement Measures 
Under the guidance of the Judicial Conference Budget Committee’s Subcom- 


mittee on Economy, composed of co-chairmen Judges Owen M. Panner and 


William G. Young and judge Blane M. Michael and Magistrate Judge John - > 
M. Roper, the judiciary continues to contain costs and improve efficiency. 
Working with Judicial Conference committees, advisory groups of judges and court 
managers, and other groups of court employees, Administrative Office staff are 
developing, analyzing, and assisting with implementation of cost-containment and 
improvement efforts. The estimated total cost-savings for fiscal years 1995, 1996, and 
1997 are $750 million, with recurring annual savings of more than $200 million. 
The judiciary’s cost-containment accomplishments include both reductions in 


current year spending and savings through avoiding future year costs: 


e@ $160 million in fiscal year 1995 and similar amounts in 1996 and 1997 saved 
by staffing federal courts at only 84 percent of work measurement formulas. 


@ $150 million identified during 1995 and redirected to offset fiscal year 1996 
requirements through quarterly financial reviews, implemented in the Admin- 
istrative Office to improve oversight of program spending and identify savings. 


e@ $12.5 million saved in 1996 by adopting new staffing standards for court 
security officers. 


e@ Saved at least $6 million a year by adopting more conservative criteria to 
evaluate court requests for new district judgeships. This action resulted in not 
approving requests for eight new judgeships, which, if authorized and filled, 
would have increased funding needs by about $6 million a year. 


e Saved $6 million a year by withdrawing a request to Congress for approval of 
eight new bankruptcy judgeships, b2sed on a re-evaluation of pending judge- 
ships. 
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e A $10 million reduction in annual automation operations and maintenance 
costs, through such initiatives as replacing outdated expensive-to-maintain 
equipment with new processors; switching to local rather than national 
maintenance of certain equipment; reducing telephone maintenance and 
service costs; reducing supply costs by switching to higher capacity back-up 
tapes; and reducing personnel costs by eliminating nine automation program 
positions. 


e $11 million saved over four years by providing centralized notice production 
and distribution services through the Bankruptcy Noticing Center. 


e Reduced 1997 budget request to exclude $8 million in rent increases for non- 
prospectus space acquired in 1997. 


e Saved $4 million a year by reducing by 75 the number of positions allocated 
to the supervision function due to revising the definition of drug treatment, 
thereby reducing the number of offenders for whom treatment is required. 


e Reduced by $3 million future Data Communications Network costs by 
initiating contract modifications to allow local contractors and judiciary person- 
nel to install workstations on the network. 


e@ Saved $2 million annually by eliminating certain lawbooks in chambers as 
recommended in a judiciary-requested review by the Library of Congress. 


e Saved $2 million annually by changing the policy for allocating electronic 
court recorder operators in the district courts. 


e Saved $2 million in Administrative Office personnel costs by not filling vacant 
positions except in critical cases. 


e Saved $1 million in fiscal year 1995 and at least $3 million in subsequent 
years by revising the career law clerk grade structure. 


e Saved $1 million in fiscal year 1995 by designating only five magistrate judge 
positions for accelerated funding instead of the nine included in the budget base. 


e Saved $300,000 annually from a fiscal year 1995 policy change to conduct 
drug te:ts on a random rather than a standard schedule. 


e initiatec action to close six facilities without a resident full-time judicial officer, 
sa /ing «bout $570,000 annually in rent and other costs beginning in 1996. 


e Saved $2.5 million by reducing the costs of operating the home confinement 
program between fiscal years 1993 and 1995 through competitive bidding of 
a national contract for the cost of electronic monitoring services. 


e Saved the federal government an estimated $62 million a year under the 
judiciary’s home confinement program for federal offenders and defendants 
because it costs less to monitor participants at home, through electronic 
devices and close supervision, than it does to incarcerate them. 


The Administrative Office also has developed a database of several hundred cost- 
saving ideas that have been offered by members of the judiciary family in recent 
years. Agency managers have reviewed the information in the database to identify 
and pursue promising ideas. For example, the process of allotting funds to the courts 
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recently has been simplified as has been previously suggested, and that should result 
in efficiencies throughout the judiciary. 

To ensure continued progress in efficiency efforts, Economy Subcommittee 
members met by telephone conference several times in 1995 with program commit- 
tee chairmen. The Subcommittee monitored the progress of the many studies and 
analyses the program committees have undertaken to examine opportunities for cost- 
savings and efficiencies. These efforts reduced the fiscal year 1997 funding requests 
that the program committees submitted to the Budget Committee in July. 


Rent Control Initiatives 

The rate of growth in the judiciary’s budget that is projected for fiscal year 1996 
and future years is not expected to keep pace with the cost of its space requirements. 
Rental payments increased 259 percent over the last 10 years, from $128 million in 
1985 to $460 million in 1995. Ten years ago, rent accounted for 16 percent of the 
operating budget. In 1995, rent accounted for 19 percent and will grow to 23 percent 
($731 million) within five years if the operating budget grows at five percent annually 
and current space acquisition plans remain unchanged. 

The growth in rent costs, its increasing proportion of the judiciary’s total budget, 
and the impact on judiciary staffing and other programs requires that immediate 
action be taken to contain and reduce these costs and to improve management of 
space resources. 

Several actions are being developed to reduce the rate of space-rental growth and 
to introduce enhanced space-management practices throughout federal courts, includ- 
ing analyzing the rates GSA is charging for rent; surveying architects and engineers 
who used the U.S. Courts Design Guide to find out what segments have resulted in 
particularly efficient space use and how more savings could be achieved; re-evaluating 
projects to ensure that court units have the right amount of space needed to do their 
jobs; establishing quantifiable criteria for opening or closing facilities including satellite 
or divisional offices; developing criteria for courtroom sharing; and accelerating 
implementation of a space management improvement program. These will be incor- 
porated into a comprehensive plan and presented to the Judicial Conference. 

Courts currently are being encouraged to ensure maximum use of existing space, 
particularly before requesting new space, and opportunities are being examined for 
releasing space to GSA that is not being used effectively. Also, Administrative Office 
and court staff are analyzing current rent bills to ensure that the judiciary is not 
overcharged and to appeal bills that appear unreasonable. 


17 
/Y 


18 


143 


Efficiencies Achieved in the Judiciary’s Automation Program 


Working with Judicial Conference committees, advisory groups, umbrella/user 


groups, and other court personnel, the Administrative Office has taken a number of 


affirmative steps to achieve economies and efficiencies in the operations and mainte- 


nance of the judiciary’s automation program. These include eliminating unnecessary 


services, upgrading outdated equipment, consolidating operations where possible, and 


implementing new ways of doing business. Examples of specific actions taken include 


the following: 


ALP equipment maintenance costs have been reduced $5.6 million annually 
by replacing outdated UNISYS 5000 equipment with 486 personal comput- 
ers, and by switching to local rather than national maintenance of certain 
equipment. 


The new five-year CALR contracts will reduce the cost of providing legal 
research by about $5 million a year. 


Local telephone service costs have been reduced $1 million annually based 
on an analysis of fiscal year 1993 telephone usage, and the implementation of 
new guidelines. 


Reduced supply costs by $900,000 annually by switching to smaller, higher 
Capacity back-up tapes that are cheaper to store, and by re-examining supply 
requirements based on an analysis of fiscal year 1993 and fiscal year 1994 
needs. 


Reduced personnel costs and associated support by $1 million annually by 
eliminating nine automation program positions. 


Long distance telephone costs have been reduced $700,000 annually by 
converting from commercial long distance services to FTS 2000. 


Automation training costs of $500,000 in 1996 and 1997 were saved by 
implementing a video training program for court systems adininistrators. 


Based on a recent study, funding for computer output microfiche services is 
being phased out by fiscal year 1997 due to other alternatives for public 
access to, and archiving of, case information. This will result in a cost savings 
of $373,000 annually. 


A new document imaging system implemented in the Central Violations 
Bureau will save $300,000 annually due to reductions in staff time and other 
processing costs. 


Telephone costs have been reduced $292,000 annually by upgrading the 
telecommunications capacity for court access to the judiciary’s mainframe 
computer located at the Administrative Office. 


Space rental costs have been reduced about $200,000 annually by working 
with the General Services Administration to reclassify certain areas as training/ 
conference room space rather than the more expensive ADP/computer room 
space. The potential exists for additional savings, up to $500,000 annually. 


The cost of leased phone lines have been reduced $71,000 annually by 
replacing analog lines with more efficient digital lines in several courts; these 
savings may be available in additional locations. 


This trend of getting more for less is expected to continue as the judiciary auto- 
mation program positions itself for the future. The full implementation of the Data 
Communications Network will result in saving costs in voice communications by 
eliminating the need for many modems connected to outside commercial information 
services. Implementation of the new personnel payroll system will save labor, postage, 
and consumables in the Administrative Office plus labor savings in the courts. The 
judiciary also will realize savings with the integrated library system, which will be 
essential for managing book collections. 


The Long Range Plan for the Federal Courts o == = LONG 
During 1995, the Judicial Conference completed action on PLAN 

the first Long Range Plan for the Federal Courts. At its March session, FOR THE 

the Judicial Conference received a proposed long-range plan for FEDERAL 

federal courts from the Committee on Long Range Planning and COURTS 

adopted a majority of its recommendations and strategies without 

change or with minor revisions. The Judicial Conference 7!s0 

developed procedures that resulted in the Executive C’>.mmittee 

referring to itself and 10 other committees a total of 37 1ecom- 

mendations and 29 implementation strategies that Judicial Con oi the Unive Santen 

ference members identified as requiring further study. All 11 _ 

committees, with staff support from the Administrative Office, a 


reviewed the pending items and submitted their reports to the 


Judicial Conference at its September session. 

Based on the committee reports, the Judicial Conference took action on every 
pending item in the proposed plan. The Conference approved 93 recommendations 
and 76 strategies, either in the original form or with amendments. These items cover a 
wide variety of topics including federal jurisdiction; adjudicative structure; internal 
governance; use of resources; and relations with the other branches of government, 
the bar, and the general public. At the direction of the Executive Committee, the 
Administrative Office worked with the relevant committees to revise and update the 
text for final publication. 

The Judicial Conference, its committees, and other judicial governance authorities 
will use the plan as a guide to judicial administration and policy-making. The Adminis- 
trative Office will work with the various Committees to implement the plan’s specific 
recommendations and strategies and to monitor results. Also, the Conference and its 
committees will continue to study strategic issues not fully addressed in the first plan. 
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Courthouse Construction 

Although it is GSA‘s responsibility to provide facilities for judges and staff, the 
Judicial Conference Committee on Security, Space and Facilities and the Administra- 
tive Office have been working diligently with Congress, the executive branch, and the 
private sector to ensure that new courthouses not only are functional and safe but 
also represent the least expensive way of providing needed space within GSA‘s 
construction requirements. 

The Judicial Conference agreed in March 1995 to adopt a process for prioritizing 
courthouse construction and alteration projects requiring congressional authorization. 
The process involves the circuit judicial councils, the Committee, and the Judicial 
Conference. With comments from court employees, the Committee began setting 
priorities for courthouse construction projects. 

All courthouse construction projects submitted to Congress for authorization in 
fiscal year 1996 have been in the planning stages for two to three years and have 
undergone extensive review by GSA and the judiciary. Activities are underway to 
adopt a formal process of ranking pending projects in numerical order. 


Long Range Planning Process 
for Court Accommodations 

In March 1988, the Judicial Conference directed the Administrative Office to 
develop a long-range facility planning process. Through this process, which uses 40 
years of prior workload data to predict future growth, each judicial district develops a 


_ long-range facility plan coordinated and integrated with all court and court-related 


components within the district. GSA considers the results of the long-range facility 
plans in developing projections of construction needs. 

In January 1995, the last long-range planning workshop was held. Plans are now 
in place for all 94 districts. To ensure that plans remain current, periodic updates now 
are being conducted. 


Court Security 


Congress authorized additional funding this year to enhance security at court- 
houses and federal office buildings as a result of the bombing of the Alfred P. Murrah 


- Federal Building on April 19, 1995, in Oklahoma City. The judiciary’s funding will be 


used for 449 more court security officers and to begin a program to replace obsolete 
security screening equipment. Under the direction of the Judicial Conference Com- 
mittee on Security, Space and Facilities, Administrative Office staff have been working 


with the Department of Justice to enhance security at 
buildings housing court operations as called for in the 
Justice Department's Vulnerability Assessment of 
Federal Facilities Report, which was issued subsequent 
to the bombing in Oklahoma City. The report also 
directs the General Services Administration (GSA) to 
dedicate substantial resources for security enhance- 
ments in court facilities nationwide. The Administra- 
tive Office has been strongly encouraging GSA to pay 
for the guard services and equipment necessary to 
Carry Out its security responsibilities. 

The Administrative Office continues to improve 
its oversight of the judiciary’s court security program, 


which is administered by the U.S. Marshals Service. 
On a quarterly basis, the agency monitors the Mar- 


shals Service's annual expenditures for court security 
officers and security systems and equipment. This gives the judiciary greater control 
over funds appropriated to support its security program. 

The Administrative Office and the Marshals Service are developing financial 
management reports so that the judiciary can monitor more closely the expenditure 
of its funds by the Marshals Service, both at headquarters and in district offices. The 
agency also has a contract with an auditing firm to study the financial control proce- 
dures used by the Marshals Service to manage these funds. 


The New Court Personnel System 

Two important initiatives within the judiciary are the design and implementation 
of the Court Personnel System (CPS) and the Cost Control Monitoring System 
(CCMS). Last year, the Administrative Office began implementing CPS with consider- 
able participation from court employees. This system replaces the Judiciary Salary Plan 
for many court employees and represents major reform in personnel management for 
the judiciary. It decentralizes personnel authority to federal court managers and gives 
them more flexibility to determine the composition of their work force. 

During 1995, staff in 124 court units were trained in the new system. The nation- 
wide CPS training effort continues on a circuit-by-circuit basis with conversion to the 
system occurring about a month after training. Also, a manual, video program, and 


automated classification system were completed and distributed to courts that con- 
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verted to CPS. Once all courts have converted to CPS, authority for classifying 
positions and determining applicant qualifications and compensation management will 
be delegated to the court unit executives. 

The Cost Control Monitoring System allots salary dollars to federal courts. This 
system was designed to simplify the distribution of salary allotments while helping 
court managers control such costs from one fiscal year to the next as they convert to 
the new Court Personnel System. CCMS provides for equitable allocation of salary 
funding to court units, permits a stable salary budget throughout the entire budget 
year, and establishes a means of prudently managing future year salary liabilities. 

CCMS was implemented as a pilot program in four appellate, one bankruptcy, 
and 11 district courts involving 60 court units in fiscal year 1995. These courts units 
provided important information on how the new system was working and made 
recommendations on training and fine-tuning issues. Full implementation for all court 
units took place October |, 1995. As a result, fiscal year 1996 salary allotments were 
determined using the new system. 

The Administrative Office provided training for more than 1,000 court employees 
in various aspects of financial management at four seminars during 1995. The main 
purpose of the seminars was to prepare court managers for administering resources 
under CCMS. Financial managers also were briefed on improved financial reporting 
practices and new regulatory requirements. 

The new Personnel Projection System also was successfully completed. It provides 
a PC-based tool for courts to use in analyzing and projecting personnel compensation 
costs. This tool supports the Cost Control Monitoring System. Court personnel were 
trained in the new system during fiscal year 1995 and provided with a preliminary 
training version of the system software before the production version was released in 
October. 


Data Communications Network 

The Data Communications Network (DCN) provides federal courts with timely, 
consistent, and secure access to computer systems, applications, and databases from 
desktop work stations that are networked locally and nationally. Significant expansion 
of the DCN took place during 1995; a total of 83 court sites were installed bringing 
the total number of court sites that have access to the DCN to 110. In preparation for 
the installations, Administrative Office staff assist the courts in defining site require- 
ments with the DCN contractor, review the contractor's proposed site implementa- 
tion plans, and prepare contractual and funding documents for required building 


renovations and wiring requirements. Agency staff also provide on-site support during 
the actual DCN installation and acceptance test. 

Once the DCN is fully implemented, judges and judiciary employees will be able 
to access and exchange case information and opinions, as well as other documents 
within a building, district, or circuit, or nationwide with equal ease. The DCN also 
offers a number of opportunities for cost savings, including shared modems or tele- 
phone lines, use of nationwide network software licenses, and electronic transmission 
of memoranda. The DCN will also be used for future judiciary-wide applications and 
systems such as the Human Resources Management Information System and the 
Financial Accounting System for Tomorrow. 


Increased Outsourcing for Automation Products and Services 
The use of contractors increased during 1995 in response to a high demand 


for automation projects from umbrella and user groups. Eight major open- 

market contracts were awarded by the Administrative Office during the year. Mm. 
One of these contracts provided a new telephone system for the federal court- 
house in Puerto Rico. This contract includes all the telecommunications hard- 
ware, software, and support services the Puerto Rico courts will need for the 
next 10 years. It is projected that this contract will save the judiciary thousands of 
dollars compared to the current cost of telephone services for these court units. 

Another significant contract awarded during 1995 was the Office 
Automation Recompetition. The office automation contract 
provides the judiciary with access to a complete line of hardware, 
software, and support services. The pricing of this contract is 
very cost-effective, and some innovative provisions of the 
contract are designed to keep the pricing, as well 
as the technology, current. 

During the year, the Computer-Aided 
Legal Research (CALR) Recompetition was 
completed. In August 1995, two contracts 
were awarded, one to the West Publishing 
Company for services in three categories: 
legal research; journals and newspapers; and 
people and public records, and another to 4. 
Lexis-Nexis for journals and newspapers \ i . = 


\ 
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one year with four option years, will continue to provide the judiciary access to this 
essential service. The pricing resulting from this competitive acquisition will save the 
judiciary millions of dollars compared to commercial rates for these services. The 
Administrative Office worked with court personnel to ease the implementation of the 
new CALR contracts, providing guidance and coordinating training and technical support. 
Four other contracts were awarded during 1995. These contracts provide 
e Engineering support for the Data Communications Network 
e Software and technical support for the National Fine Center 
e Support for Sunsoft, the operating software for the UNIX system 
e Support for Administrative Office Information Technology Services staff. 
Use of already existing judiciary contracts also was high during 1995. Twenty- 
seven task orders were negotiated and awarded under technical support contracts. 
Also, more than 1,000 orders were processed, accounting for just under $45 million 
in automation goods and services. The total value of existing automation contracts 
now exceeds $450 million, and 16 major automation procurements, valued at $156 
million, are in various phases. 


Judiciary Methods Analysis Program 

The Judiciary Methods Analysis Program (MAP) was established to determine 
potentially more effective and efficient approaches for performing certain operations 
in federal courts and to incorporate appropriate efficiencies into work-measurement 
formulas. In June 1995, representatives from the bankruptcy courts and Administra- 
tive Office staff began studying several bankruptcy functions, including case intake, 
case Opening, initial noticing, case conversion, and claims processing to identify 
potentially better practices and procedures. 

At three week-long workshops sponsored by the agency, deputy clerks from 13 
bankruptcy courts suggested more than 60 preliminary ideas for better practices. 
Reactions to these ideas were solicited from all bankruptcy clerks. Members of the 
Bankruptcy Clerks Advisory Group reviewed the suggested practices and agreed they 
would be of great value to bankruptcy clerks. The advisory group endorsed the 
deputy clerks’ report and requested a second MAP study to cover case administration 
in bankruptcy courts. 

The methods analysis approach, created by court unit executives with the help of 
Administrative Office staff, has proven extremely beneficial. The overwhelmingly 
positive response of staff in bankruptcy clerks’ offices indicated that the process allowed 
them to be more creative and receptive to innovative ideas that improved operations. 


A MAP study began for district courts. A group of 14 deputy clerks began assess- 
ing case Opening in district courts. The group’s goal is to improve quality and level of 
customer service and reduce processing time. The results of each study phase will be 
reviewed and approved by the District Clerks Advisory Group. Also, an Appellate 
MAP study work group, examining case intake and opening functions, has developed 
a draft work-center description and surveyed local bar members concerning customer 
satisfaction. 

The Probation MAP Study, which assessed the impact of implementing better 
practices, has been completed. A study examining the pretrial services investigation 
and report function is scheduled to begin in early 1996. 


Bankruptcy Noticing Center 

The production of millions of bankruptcy notices annually is a tremendous 
workload for the bankruptcy courts. Since March 1994, the Bankruptcy Noticing 
Center (BNC), operated by a private contractor, has provided cost-effective notice 
production and distribution services to participating bankruptcy courts. By January 
1996, the Center will be providing its services to 43 bankruptcy courts. It is antici- 
pated that most of the remaining courts will convert to the BNC during 1996. It is 
projected that the BNC will save the judiciary $11 million over a period of four years 
in personnel compensation, postage, supplies, and equipment costs, mentioned earlier 
in this report. Accordingly, the Judicial Conference approved adjustments to the 
staffing formula for bankruptcy clerks’ offices to reflect work savings due to the BNC. 


Impact of the Elimination 
of Post-Conviction Defender Offices 

Despite the judiciary’s concerted efforts, the Congress voted to prohibit the 
judiciary from providing Criminal Justice Act (CJA) grants to Post-Conviction De- 
fender Organizations (PCDOs) after April 1, 1996. At the end of fiscal year 1995, 20 
PCDOs provided mandated CJA assigned counsel services to capital federal habeas 
petitioners in 50 federal judicial districts. In addition to serving as counsel for indi- 
vidual capital habeas petitioners, PCDO attorneys provided highly specialized capital 
litigation advice and assistance to private attorneys representing such petitioners. 
Private attorneys typically accepted assignments in capital habeas cases with the 
understanding that such advice and assistance would be available to them. The extent 
to which private attorneys will continue to represent capital federal habeas petitioners 
in the absence of grant-funded PCDOs remains to be seen. 
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Faced with the prospect of PCDO services becoming unavailable, Administrative 
Office staff and the Judicial Conference Committee on Defender Services are explor- 
ing other ways to help federal courts satisfy the obligation to provide counsel to 
federal capital habeas corpus petitioners. For example, when courts have turned to 
traditional federal defender organizations to meet this need for counsel, the Adminis- 
trative Office and the Committee have made necessary resources available to those 
organizations. In addition, training and other initiatives have been undertaken that are 
designed to increase the competence and willingness of both the private bar and 
traditional defender organization staff to provide representation to capital habeas 
petitioners. 


Amendments to Federal Rules of Practice and Procedure 

The Judicial Conference Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure and its 
advisory committees continued efforts to reach out to and involve members of the 
judiciary, bar, and public in the rule-making process. Working 


closely with the committee, Administrative Office staff placed 
proposed amendments to the federal rules of practice and 
procedure on the Internet, prepared and circulated bro- 
chures summarizing proposed amendments, and worked 
with points of contact in nearly all state bar associations 
to channel the comments of local organizations on rules. 

In 1995, proposed amendments to 18 rules were approved by the Judicial Con- 
ference and submitted to the Supreme Court for its consideration. Another 31 pro- 
posed amendments were published for public comment and will be considered by 
the Judicial Conference in 1996. Also, suggested interim rules, required by the Bank- 
ruptcy Reform Act of 1994, were approved by the Committee and distributed to 
federal courts. 

The Administrative Office maintains all the records for the rules committees. 
During 1995, agency staff systematically automated its record-keeping procedures to 
facilitate research. The staff also helped the rules committees monitor congressional 
activity in the rule-making process. 

Several conferences and symposiums on rules-related issues were held by or 
under the auspices of the rules committees, including conferences focusing on current 
uses and shortcomings of Civil Rule 23. The Advisory Committee on Civil Rules will 
use the information obtained at these conferences as it considers possible changes to 
Civil Rule 23. 


Judges’ Retirement Programs 


The Administrative Office coordinates retirement programs for federal judges and 


provides legal and other assistance on issues relating to senior and recall status. This 
year, the Administrative Office published a second edition of Retirement Benefits for 
Bankruptcy Judges and Magistrate Judges, an analysis of the retirement programs available 
to non-Article III judges. This revised edition provides more information on recall 
service and discusses the financial consequences of a subsequent appointment to an 
Article III judgeship. 

The Administrative Office also held its first pre-retirement planning seminar for 
23 bankruptcy judges and magistrate judges. Topics included tax planning, estate 
planning, and managing dependents’ needs; financial planning; retirement and survi- 
vor benefits; legal aspects of retirement planning; and issues surrounding recall and 
the practice of law after retirement. 


Judges’ Orientation Programs 

During 1995, two newly appointed chief appellate judges, 25 chief district judges, 
and 10 chief bankruptcy judges visited the Administrative Office for two-day orienta- 
tion programs. Many Administrative Office executives made presentations explaining 
the services that their offices provide, giving each chief judge the opportunity to ask 
questions and exchange information on 
_. issues that concern them, and focus on 
management issues. 

Fifty-three newly appointed Article 


II] judges also attended orientation 


programs at the Administrative Office 
in 1995. These orientations provide an 
opportunity for the judges to become 
familiar with the agency's services and 
to work directly with Administrative 

Office staff on matters relating to their 
appointments and chambers opera- 


tions. 


Effective Use of Magistrate Judges 


Using magistrate judges effectively is an important aspect of the efficient use of 


judicial resources. Under the direction of the Judicial Conference Committee on the 
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Administration of the Magistrate Judges System, and with extensive advice from 
district judges and magistrate judges, the Administrative Office drafted a set of prin- 
ciples to help courts determine effective ways to use magistrate judges. 

These “Principles of Magistrate Judge Utilization” are concise, general, and flexible. 
They respond to a growing number of requests from courts for advice on improving 
their use of magistrate judges. They also reflect growing interest in magistrate judge 
use, especially as the judiciary faces unprecedented fiscal scrutiny. 

The principles were endorsed by the Magistrate Judges Committee at its Decem- 
ber 1995 meeting and will be considered by the Judicial Conference at its March 
1996 session. 


Assessing the Need for Bankruptcy Judgeships 

Judicial Conference policy calls for a national survey assessing the needs for 
bankruptcy judgeships to be done every two years. In September 1993, the Confer- 
ence approved 19 additional bankruptcy judgeships in 15 judicial districts. However, 
Congress did not act on these requests and the Judicial Conference continued to 
monitor and review the continued need for these judgeships. 

In 1995, the third biennial bankruptcy judgeship survey was completed, and, as 
part of the survey, the Committee asked each of the districts with previously ap- 
proved positions to reassess their needs. Also, Administrative Office staff visited each 
court that, with the additional judgeships, would have a weighted caseload per judge- 
ship below 1,500 hours. As a result of these efforts, the Judicial Conference at its 
September session reduced the number of requested positions from 19 to 11, with six 
of the positions requested as temporary (the appointed judge would still serve a term 
of 14 years but the first vacancy occurring five or more years after the date of this 
appointment would not be filled). Proposed legislation to create the |! bankruptcy 
judgeship positions was transmitted to Congress in early October, and introduced in 
the House (H.R. 2604) in November 1995. 


Conference of Supreme Courts of the Americas 

The 1995 Conference of Supreme Courts of the Americas was held in October 
in Washington, D.C. Representatives of 24 supreme courts in this hemisphere took 
part. Opening ceremonies were held at the Supreme Court, where Chief Justice 
William H. Rehnquist, as the conference host, welcomed the jurists. Justices Sandra 
Day O'Connor, Anthony M. Kennedy, Antonin Scalia, and Stephen G. Breyer also 
participated as speakers and panelists throughout the week. Featured guest speakers 


included Attorney General Janet Reno, Director of the Administrative Office L. Ralph 
Mecham, and Assistant Secretary of State Alexander F. Watson. Although most of the 
substantive panel discussions took place in the Thurgood 


Marshall Federal Judiciary Building, delegates also 
participated in a demonstration criminal trial at the 
U.S. Courthouse in the District of Columbia. 

The final day of the conference was devoted to organiza- 
tional issues culminating with a unanimous vote approving the 
charter for the Organization of Supreme Courts of the Americas. 
The goal of the organization will be the promotion of judicial inde- 
pendence and the rule of law in this hemisphere. The charter will be 
submitted for ratification by the supreme courts of the participating nations. 
The Conference also approved creation of a permanent secretariat for the new 
organization, which will be located for now in Panama, the host nation for the 
next meeting in early 1997. 

Instrumental in the conference's success were Chief Judges Torruella, U.S. del- 
egate, and Michael M. Mihm, outgoing chairman of the Judicial Conference Commit- 
tee on International Judicial Relations. Judge Cynthia Holcomb Hall also held an 
essential role as current chairman of the Judicial Conference Committee on Interna- 
tional Judicial Relations, which sponsored the conference along with the Chief 
Justice. The U.S. Department of State; the U.S. Agency for International Develop- 
ment, which funded the conference; the Administrative Office; the Federal Judicial 
Center; and the Supreme Court of the United States provided staff support. 


Conference of Chief District Judges 

At the request of the district judge representatives to the Judicial Conference, the 
Administrative Office worked closely with the Federal Judicial Center to reframe the 
agenda of the annual conference for chief district judges to provide a forum in which 
to share ideas on sound court management. The conference agenda was developed 
by a focus group of chief judges to address the authority and responsibilities of chief 
judges under governing statutes and regulations, budget decentralization, and the new 
personnel system. Other topics included press relations, equal employment opportu- 
nity, automation, and the role of the chief judge in space and facilities management. 

During the conference, held April 19-21 in Washington, D.C., Administrative 
Office and Federal Judicial Center staff and current and former chief judges took part 


in panel discussions on efficient court administration techniques in each of these areas. 
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Administrative Office Publications 


The Administrative Office continued its efforts to enhance the quality, usefulness, 
and effectiveness of its publications for judges, court managers, and other court 
employees in 1995. Among the reports published were the following: 


e@ Administrative Office of the United States Courts: A Tradition of Service to the Federal 
Judiaary, which is a brochure describing how the Administrative Office serves 
the federal judiciary; 


e@ Annual Report of the Director: Reports of the Proceedings of the Judicial Conference of 
the United States; Activities of the Administrative Office of the United States Courts; 
Judicial Business of the United States Courts; 


@ Automation Catalog, which is a reference to selected automation products, 
services, and other projects supported by the Administrative Office; 


e@ Case Management Manual for United States Bankruptcy Judges, which describes 
effective procedures for managing bankruptcy cases and reflects the varied 
experiences of both bankruptcy judges and district judges; 


e@ Deskbook for Chief Judges of United States Bankruptcy Courts, second edition, 
describes the position and statutory responsibilities of chief bankruptcy judges, 
the various national and regional agencies that make up the federal judiciary, 
docket management responsibilities, and other administrative responsibilities 
of chief bankruptcy judges such as court security, court governance, property 
management, space and facilities management, budget, and equal employ- 
ment opportunity responsibilities; 


e@ Federal Court Management Statistics and other reports that analyze the trends 
and factors influencing workload conditions in the courts; 


e A Guide to the Legislative History of the Federal Magistrate Judges System, which 
analyzes the legislative history of the Federal Magistrates Act and other 
Statutes affecting magistrate judges and details significant actions of the Judicial 
Conference concerning magistrate judges; 


e@ Inventory of United States Magistrate Judge Duties, second edition, which is a 
quick reference guide to magistrate judges authority and catalogs duties 
known to be assigned to magistrate judges throughout the nation, and collects 
significant cases discussing these duties; 


e@ Long Range Plan for Automation in the Federal Judiciary: Fiscal Year 1995 Update, 
which outlines the information resources management vision, mission, goals, 
and major initiatives that support the mission of the judiciary; 


e@ Manual for New United States Bankruptcy Judges, which addresses the most 
frequent inquiries received from nominees and new bankruptcy judges, 
including the appointment process, pay and benefits, and support services; 


Criminal Justice Act Panel Attorney Bulletin, a quarterly newsletter; 


News and Views, the bi-monthly newsletter for federal probation and pretrial 
services officers; 


Federal Probation, a scholarly journal published quarterly; 


The Third Branch, the monthly newsletter written for judges and others inter- 
ested in the legislative, fiscal, and other critical issues facing the court system. 
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FEDERAL Court MANAGEMENT Report. Following an evaluation of newsletters, and 
with an interest in improving both quality and economy, the Administrative Office 
began publishing in September 1995 a new periodical, Federal Court Management 
Report, for court managers and staff. The concept of this publication was presented to, 
and enthusiastically supported by, the Court Administration Advisory Council at its 
April 1995 meeting. 


Administrative Office staff 
contributors review the layout of 
the first issue of Federal Court 
Management Report. Taking 
part in the discussion are (seated, 
L to R) Karen Hanchett, Clare De 
Cleene, Wendy Jennis, Bob 
Lowney, (standing, L to R) Ross 
Eisenman, Linda Stanton, Leeann 
Rosner, David Sellers, Cathy 
McCarthy, Sharon Marsh, and 
Neal Dillard. (Photo by Fred 
McBride) 


The newsletter, which has replaced several former Administrative Office newsletters, 
including the Court Administration Bulletin, the CSD Bulletin, Financial News, Integrated 
Technology News, Bancap Docket, and COSD Update, is published bi-monthly to monthly 
and reports on developments and trends of interest to the judiciary; provides a vehicle 
for communicating within the judiciary on practical administrative matters; and serves as a 
clearinghouse for reporting :ew ideas and innovative efforts. 


Law Review IssuE ON JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION. The Administrative Office coordi- 
nated contributions to a special issue on the federal judiciary for the June 1995 
American University Law Review. This issue honored Administrative Office Director L. 
Ralph Mecham and highlighted the innovations and progress in federal judicial 
administration during his tenure over the past 10 years. 

Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist wrote the introduction, and the collection of 
11 articles was contributed by present and past chairs of Judicial Conference commit- 
tees and judicial branch staff. Covering a wide range of topics, the articles summarize 
significant advances in federal judicial administration and offer a unique view into the 


Organization and operations of the federal courts. The 11 articles were the following: 
e L. Ralph Mecham: A Tribute 
e@ The History of the Federal Judiciary’s Automation Program 
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e From Orphan to Maturity: The Development of the Bankruptcy System 
During L. Ralph Mecham’s Tenure as Director of the Administrative Office of 
the United States Courts 


e@ Measured Progress: The Evolution and Administration of the Federal Magis- 
trate Judges System 


Judges and Legislators: Enhancing the Relationship 

Judiciary Reform: Recent Improvements in Federal Judicial Administration 
Criminal Caseload in U.S. District Courts: More than Meets the Eye 
Long Range Planning: A Reality in the Judicial Branch 

Thinking About Judgeships 

Renewal of the Federal Rule-making Process 


A Study in Contrasts: The Ability of the Federal Judiciary to Change its 
Adjudicative and Administrative Structures 


Study and Transfer of Pro Se Law Clerks 


Following a survey conducted by the Administrative Office on behalf of the 
Judicial Conference Committee on Court Administration and Case Management that 
found great variations in the supervision and management of pro se law clerks, the 
Judicial Conference approved at its September 1995 session the transfer of responsi- 
bility for supervising pro se law clerks from district clerks to chief district judges. 
However, a chief judge may delegate the authority to another judicial officer, or the 
clerk, as appropriate. 

The decision of the Judicial Conference recognizes the legal nature of the pro se 
law clerk positions while allowing courts to maintain flexibility in how they supervise 
and manage pro se law clerks. Pro se law clerk positions will continue to be allocated 
by formula, and pro se law clerks will remain under the Judicial Salary Plan, rather 
than the new Court Personnel System. 

Administrative Office staff worked with employees in district clerks’ offices to 
ease the transition. 


Video-Conference Pilot Program 

During 1995, the Administrative Office completed its 
assessment of the Judicial Conference video-conferencing pilot 
program as part of its efforts to manage the technological 
changes that are transforming many avenues of communica- 
tions. Although some state and local courts use video-confer- 


ences for a variety of applications, federal courts are only 


beginning to explore the uses of this technology. Using re- 


sources made available by the Judicial Conference, four district courts experimented 
with video-conferences of prisoner civil rights hearings, and one bankruptcy court 
used video-conferences to hold routine bankruptcy hearings. 

This timely program provided a valuable insight into courtroom applications of a 
rapidly growing technology that has the potential to enhance the ability of the judi- 
Ciary to serve remote locations, as well as provide the opportunity for improved 
security and more efficient case scheduling. The Judicial Conference has expressed an 
interest in extending video-conferencing of prisoner civil rights hearings to more 
courts, pending the availability of funding, and will review the results of the assess- 
ment at its March 1996 session. 


Central Violations Bureau 

The Administrative Office is coordinating the consolidation of the Central Viola- 
tions Bureau (CVB) currently located in Denver, Colorado with the CVB that is 
operating as part of the Automation Training and Support Center in San Antonio, 
Texas. The consolidation of this support function will result in more uniform and 
effective processing of petty offense cases in the U.S. district courts, and significant 
savings in personnel, space, and other operational costs. The consolidation of the two 
CVBs is on an expedited 12-month schedule, with completion expected in January 
1996. Also, employees of the CVBs were re-assigned to the Administrative Office this 
year due to the national scope of the work these employees perform. 

In addition to the consolidation effort, document imaging technology was imple- 
mented in the San Antonio CVB to reduce greatly staff time spent in processing the 
violation notices. While scanning documents to create images is a relatively expensive 
way to get them into electronic form, an analysis showed that in the highly paper- 
intensive CVB operation, where each document gets handled many times, the use of 
imaging technology could yield substantial savings. It is anticipated that the implemen- 
tation of the new imaging system will reduce operating costs by $300,000 per year. 


Study of the Implementation of the Civil Justice Reform Act of 1990 
During 1995, Administrative Office staff continued to oversee the statutorily 
mandated national study of civil justice expense- and delay-reduction plans, which is 
being conducted by the RAND Corporation. This study, including a specific evalua- 
tion of alternative dispute-resolution techniques, is one of the broadest ever under- 
taken in the federal court system. The results will be a major factor in determining 

which case-management programs and techniques have been effective in limiting 
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costs and delays in civil litigation in the district courts. RAND will finish collecting data 
from district courts in 1996. 


Court Interpreting 

During 1995, Administrative Office staff, in conjunction with the University of 
Arizona, administered the oral part of the Spanish examination to 347 candidates for 
certification as court interpreters, out of which approximately 90 additional interpret- 
ers vill be added to certified listings available for use for the courts. With the comple- 
tion of this certification cycle, the courts now have 645 Spanish, 13 Haitian-Creole, 
and 9 Navajo language interpreters to choose from on the certification listings. 

In fiscal year 1995, the district courts reported 108,000 court proceedings in 
which an interpreter was used. This represents an increase from 102,000 events 
reported by all the courts in fiscal year 1994, or an increase of 5.9 percent. The courts 
reported their use of interpreters for 82 languages, although Spanish interpreted 
proceedings accounted for 91 percent of all the reported events. Other languages 
representing a high rate of interpreter use by the courts were Cantonese (1,415 
events), Vietnamese (1,000 events), Arabic (950 events), Mandarin (800 events), and 
Korean (700 events). 

A study by an independent consultant was done to determine the best way to 
certify or qualify interpreters in the languages most often used by the courts. In 
particular, the study evaluated whether the process of developing and administering 
written and oral examinations nationwide to thousands of candidates for certification 
in many languages is the most efficient approach. Because of the increasing volume of 
court proceedings in which interpreters are needed, the study 
also examined ways to keep costs under control. 

Also, the Administrative Office began offering a tele- 
phone service, which provides information about the court 
interpreter certification program. 


Court INTERPRETING BY TELEPHONE. The District of New Mexico has tested 
a very effective telephone system for providing certified Spanish interpreters 
to courts where certified interpreters are not readily available. This program 
saves time and the expense of travel by interpreters. Court employees may 
look forward to the expansion of the Telephone Interpreting Program from 
one interpreting hub to six. These interpreting hubs will be installed at courts with 
certified staff or contract interpreters to provide telephone service to courts that du 


not have interpreters available locally. Initially, the interpreting service will be provided 


for short court proceedings and interviews. 


Court Reporter Training 

In an effort to improve services provided to courts and the public by official court 
reporters, the Administrative Office sponsored two training programs for court report- 
ers and supervisors in the Third and Eleventh Circuits during 1995. A total of 98 
official court reporters and 16 supervisors attended the programs, which were sched- 
uled to coincide with the corresponding circuit conferences. Topics included real-time 


court reporting and writing; improving computer literacy; enhancing communication 


skills; appellate issues and concerns; ergonomics; and retirement under Social Security, 
the Civil Service Retirement System, and the Federal Employees Retirement System. 


Study of Trial Court Administrative Structures 


At the request of the Judicial Confer- 


ence Committee on Court Administration 


and Case Management, the National 


> 


Academy of Public Administration 


(NAPA) is studying trial court administra- 


tive structures to develop alternative 


administrative models to serve as guides 
for organizing the delivery of basic 
administrative services. NAPA staff 
collected extensive data through a survey 
of chief judges and court administrators 
from 36 districts and visits to 11 of those 
districts. During the visits, which were 
completed in October 1995, NAPA 


representatives interviewed chief judges 


of the district and bankruptcy courts, 
clerks of each of these courts, chief probation and pretrial services officers, and other 
court employees. 

Comments and suggestions from court administrators are being solicited through- 
out the course of this study. An executive group from the Court Administration 
Advisory Council, with a group of chief probation and pretrial services officers, is 
serving as an advisory panel to NAPA and the Administrative Office. Also, an Admin- 
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istrative Office advisory group with representatives from 13 different staff units is 
reviewing and commenting on the study. 

NAPA established a five-member expert panel, including a former chief district 
judge and a former chief bankruptcy judge, to oversee the study. NAPA presented a 
preliminary oral report to the Committee on Court Administration and Case Manage 
ment at its December 1995 meeting, and expects to produce a draft report in early 1996. 


Probation and Pretrial Services Initiatives 

Probation and pretrial services officers are responsible for the supervision of all 
persons released to the community by the courts. The main objectives of supervision 
of offenders by probation officers are: 

e lo enforce compliance with the conditions of release; 

e@ To minimize risk to the public; 

e@ lo reintegrate the offender into a law-abiding lifestyle; 

Pretrial services supervision not only reasonably assures the defendant's compli- 
ance with release conditions and the officer's timely response to changed defendant 
circumstances, but also provides a viable alternative to unnecessary pretrial detention. 
Probation and pretrial services officers also serve as independent investigators for the 
court, providing a report with relevant, objective, and verifiable information that assists 
judges in determining an appropriate pretrial release decision or in imposing an 
informed sentence. 

In 1995, Administrative Office staff supported the thousands of probation and 
pretrial services officers. The Committee on Criminal Law and the Administrative 
Office worked with the Chiefs Advisory Council to improve supervision and make 
the best use of officers’ limited time. 


THE CHANGING OFFENDER POPULATION AND THE SUMMIT ON SUPERVISION. The sentence 
of supervised release was created by the Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1984. 
Increasingly, after completion of their prison sentences, offenders are being released 
from federal prisons to the supervision of U.S. probation officers. In 1995, more than 
half of all persons under supervision were released from institutions after serving a 
prison term. 

The supervision of persons on supervised release poses extra challenges for 
probation officers because few of these offenders have marketable job skills for 
employment, particularly after long prison terms, and many have social, psychological, 
or medical problems, including a growing number who are HIV-positive. Also, many 


were imprisoned for drug trafficking and may have a continuing need for drug treat- 
ment. An increasing number are affiliated with gangs. At a time when resources are 
diminishing, new initiatives are needed to improve the quality and intensity of super- 
vision to mitigate the risk these offenders pose to the community. 

One initiative that was sponsored by the Administrative Office and the Probation 
and Pretrial Services Chiefs Advisory Council was the Summit on Supervision of 
Offenders held September 17-19, 1995, in Washington, D.C. Participants included 
federal judges, chief probation and pretrial services officers, leaders from other federal 
criminal justice agencies, academicians, community corrections professionals, and 
Administrative Office and Federal Judicial Center staff. The summit addressed con- 
temporary issues and trends in effective community supervision, including risk control 
and treatment methods. Also, participants developed practical strategies for handling 


future supervision concerns. 


New Report STANDARDS. To conserve staff resources and to use the most cost-effective 
and efficient practices, the Administrative Office, with the help of probation and 
pretrial services officers, implemented new standards for preparing petty o/fense 
presentence investigation reports and post-sentence reports. The new standards are 
designed to improve the quality and consistency of reports and save officers time. 


ALTERNATIVES TO DETENTION. This year, the Administrative Office and the Department 
of Justice entered into an agreement under which the U.S. Marshals Service would 
provide additional funding to pretrial services offices for alternatives to detention if 
there are overcrowded detention facilities in the local jurisdiction, and if judiciary 
funding for alternatives to detention was substantially less than the probation or 
pretrial services office requested. The funds may be used only for halfway-house 
placement and electronic monitoring of defendants who would otherwise be incarcer- 
ated at a greater expense. 


Mosite Computinc. Administrative Office employees and staff from 10 federal 
probation and pretrial services offices developed plans to explore the feasibility of 
developing mobile computing capabilities for probation and pretrial services officers. 
With the proposed prototype system, officers will use portable hand-held computers 
that will give them access to tools and information currently available to them only at 
their desks. Such capabilities could save officers substantial time, enabling them to 
spend more time on field work. 
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Eunice Holt Jones, Chief, 
Federal Corrections and 
Supervision Division, 
demonstrates use of a mobile 
computer for David Johnson 
(seated), Chief Probation 
Officer, Maryland; (standing L 
to R) Carol Erichsen, Deputy 
Chief Probation Officer, 
Michigan-Western; and Iram 
Ferguson, Pretrial Services 
Officer, Florida-Southern. 


Indian Country Initiatives 

The Department of Justice contemplates providing certain federal law enforce- 
ment assistance to tribes through cooperative local efforts involving U.S. Attorneys’ 
Offices, federal judicial officers and tribal court systems. Interested courts have been 
asked to make magistrate judges available at or near reservations, where they would 
preside in misdemeanor cases involving offenses alleged to have been committed in 
Indian Country by non-Indians against Indians. These cases have constituted a law 
enforcement gap in the complex scheme of overlapping jurisdiction among state, 
federal, and tribal courts. The Administrative Office has provided assistance to the 
Districts of Oregon and North Dakota regarding magistrate judge involvement in this 
effort. 

During 1995, the Administrative Office, the Department of Justice, and the 
Department of the Interior developed a pilot project to address the most serious 
problems hindering federal enforcement of major crimes in Indian Country. This 
project will examine systematically federal and tribal justice systems and will be 
evaluated by the National Institute of Justice. The study will develop a plan to provide 
technical and other assistance that will 

e Strengthen tribal judicial systems; 

e Create effective options for probation, treatment, and sanctions; 

e@ Obtain resources for crime prevention. 

Because a number of reservations are in remote areas, treatment services for 
substance abusers and violent offenders often are unavailable. In response, some 
districts have used innovative practices to address probation supervision issues on 


Indian reservations: 
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e@ Working together, the Administrative Office; Chief Judge John E. Conway, 
District of New Mexico; the Bureau of Indian Affairs; and the Bureau of 
Prisons were successful in establishing a halfway house in New Mexico. 


e@ The District of South Dakota implemented a roving “ride the circuit” alcohol 
and drug treatment program, which includes traditional Indian treatment and 
healing services, for the nine Indian reservations within its jurisdiction. 


e@ The District of Montana developed a sex-offender treatment program. 


e@ The District of Wyoming opened an office near an Indian reservation and is 
working with the local university on a research project on violence and 
alcohol abuse at the reservation. 


Bankruptcy Appellate Panel Support 

On October 22, 1994, President Clinton signed the Bankruptcy Reform Act of 
1994, which amended 28 U.S.C. § 158 to require the judicial council of each federal 
circuit to establish a bankruptcy appellate panel, unless the council determined that 
there were insufficient judicial resources in the circuit to do so or that establishment of 
a panel would result in undue delay or increased cost to parties in bankruptcy cases. 
There is no statutory deadline by which a judicial council must establish a panel or 
determine that circumstances exist that prevent its establishment. Also, a judicial 
council may reconsider, at any time, its finding that a panel should not be established. 

To help the judicial councils with their decisions on whether to establish bank- 
ruptcy appellate panels, Administrative Office staff prepared comprehensive materials 
describing various factors to be considered for establishing panels. These materials 
included an analysis of the text of 28 U.S.C. § 158 and the legislative history of the 
Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1994, statistical information on bankruptcy appeals, and an 
overview of the existing panel in the Ninth Circuit. The Administrative Office also 
provided several briefings for circuit staff on issues concerning the creation of panels. 

The circuits are in various stages of deciding whether or not to establish these 
panels, and Administrative Office staff are developing a financial plan for bankruptcy 
appellate panels. 


Support for the National 
Bankruptcy Review Commission 

The National Bankruptcy Review Commission was established by the Bankruptcy 
Reform Act of 1994, P.L. 103-394, to investigate and study issues and problems 
relating to the Bankruptcy Code and to submit a report of its findings and recommen- 
dations to Congress, the Chief Justice, and the President within two years of its first 
meeting. At its hearings, the Commission, which is composed of nine members 
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including two federal judges, will focus on the administrative structure of the bank- 
ruptcy system—its courts, funding, oversight, etc.-and the consumer aspects of the 
system. Due to the death of the first chairman, former Congressman Mike Synar of 
Oklahoma, Bankruptcy Judge Robert E. Ginsberg is acting chairman pending Presiden- 
tial appointment of a new chairman. 

The Administrative Office has given strong and early support to the National 
Bankruptcy Review Commission, including data collection and analysis. The agency 
also has provided rent-free office space to the chairman of the Commission, as well as 
Commission staff in the Thurgood Marshall Federal Judiciary Building. The Adminis- 
trative Office will continue to provide support and service to the Commission during 
its two-year statutory tenure. 


Study of the Special Railroad Court 

The Special Railroad Court, consisting of five senior judges appointed by the 
Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation, was established by the Regional Rail Reorga- 
nization Act of 1973 and has jurisdiction over cases arising under that Act, the Conrail 
Privatization Act, and the Northeast Rail Service Act of 1981. Because the court's 
caseload is decreasing, the continued need for a separate court to handle these 
matters has been questioned. 

At the suggestion of the Panel, Administrative Office staff are preparing a report 
on the Court's workload and budget with recommendations on the advisability of 
seeking legislation to abolish the court and reassign its functions. 


Contracting and Procurement Support 

During fiscal year 1995, the Administrative Office awarded 626 contracts valued 
at $29.4 million, many of which also were centrally supported. The agency also 
helped courts arrange contracts for substance abuse testing, employee health services, 
furniture, interior design, relocations, and printing of opinions. 

Working closely with court managers in New York and Knoxville, Tennessee, 
Administrative Office staff acquired furniture using the expertise of GSA‘s National 
Furniture Center. The acquisition of furniture for the court in Knoxville was unique 
because the judiciary negotiated the purchase of furniture already in a building that 
was purchased to become a courthouse. 

Administrative Office staff briefed court managers on current procurement, 
property, records, and print management policies and practices, and held a workshop 
for other court employees on these topics. Also, agency staff briefed chief judges and 


their clerks of court regarding furniture funding policies at several locations that will 
occupy major space projects in the near future. 

Under the guidance of the Judicial Conference Committee on Security, Space and 
Facilities, Administrative Office staff revised parts of the Guide to Judiciary Policies and 
Procedures regarding acquisition and standards for signs and courtroom furniture. 


Case Management Applications CASE 

Administrative Office staff provides software MANAGEMENT arm 
maintenance support for the Integrated Case SYSTENIS CIVIL 
Management Systems (ICMS) in the appellate, district CRIMINAL 


and bankruptcy courts, and the Probation/Pretrial PACTS 
Automated Case Tracking System (PACTS). Also, the 
Administrative Office's automation training and 


BANCAP 


NIBS 
support centers in Texas and Arizona, provide help 


desk support to the courts. 


AppeLtare Courts. The Appellate Information Management System (AIMS) was 
installed this year in the Fifth Circuit. Eleven of the 12 regional courts of appeals now 
use this application, with the Eleventh Circuit deciding to use an alternative system. 


District Courts. The CIVIL case management system is now installed in 89 district 
courts. New versions of the software released this year run reports required under the 
Civil Justice Reform Act, and upgrade the overall reporting capability for case-manage- 
ment tracking. The CRIMINAL case management system is now used in 83 district 
courts. 

The Chambers Access to Selected Electronic Records (CHASER) has been 
installed in all district courts using CIVIL and CRIMINAL that requested it. Targeted 
to the needs of district court judges, CHASER offers direct access to electronic 
docketing information for both civil and criminal cases, and runs a variety of reports 


on judges’ caseloads. An enhanced version is under development. 


PROBATION AND PRETRIAL Services Orrices. The Probation/Pretrial Automated Case 
Tracking System (PACTS) was installed this year in 33 probation and pretrial offices 
bringing the total number of offices using the application to 62. New versions of the 
software released in 1995 improved tracking of report disclosure, residence verifica- 


tion, supervision case plans, and offender criminal record checks. 
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Bankruptcy Courts. The Bankruptcy Courts Automated Program (BANCAP) is now 
used in 71 bankruptcy courts. This year, Administrative Office staff started modifying 
BANCAP to support new requirements under the Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1994. 

While the three ICMS systems and the PACTS system are supported by the 
Administrative Office, the National Integrated Bankruptcy System (NIBS) is supported 
by court staff in the Third Circuit. NIBS is operational in 21 bankruptcy court loca- 
tions, and the territorial district courts in Guam, Northern Mariana Islands, and the 
Virgin Islands. The Los Angeles division of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court for the Central 
District of California began using NIBS in 1995, while the other three divisions in that 
district continue to use BANCAP. There were also software changes to NIBS this year 
to support new requirements under the Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1994. 

Bankruptcy Chambers Access to Selected Electronic Records (Bankruptcy 
CHASER), which is in the early stages of development, will be an easy-to-use soft- 
ware program that will facilitate judicial case management for bankruptcy judges and 
chambers staff. Sponsored by the Chambers and Courtroom Umbrella Group and 
managed by the Administrative Office, Bankruptcy CHASER will allow ad hoc 
queries, provide scheduling capabilities, and enable users to generate custom reports. 
Two versions are being designed, one for bankruptcy courts using BANCAP and 
another for those using NIBS. 


Case MANAGEMENT SysTEM MODERNIZATION Projects. Under the direction of the 
Bankruptcy Case Management and Statistics Umbrella Group, the Administrative 
Office initiated the Bankruptcy Case Management Systems Modernization Project, 
which will result in a new generation of case-management systems for bankruptcy 
courts. An ad hoc group, composed of bankruptcy judges and clerks, met in Septem- 
ber 1995 to begin determining the mission and scope of the modernization effort. 
The first step will be to document fully the functions of the BANCAP and NIBS 
applications. 

Similar efforts are being initiated for determining the next generation of case 
management systems in the appellate and district courts. 


Software Development Tools Project 

With the future development of the next generation of case-management systems 
in mind, the Administrative Office completed research this year on the most effective 
use of modern software development tools to help with application development. The 
results of the research and testing showed that these tools have the potential to 


improve development time, quality, and ease of support of automation products. 
Several internal projects were developed to gain experience in the use of the tools. 
Also a systems engineering group served as a resource to help project managers 
research alternatives and to develop the most efficient system design during the early 
phases of application development. 


information Systems Architecture 

This year, the Administrative Office, working with court employees, initiated the 
Information Systems Architecture (ISA) project which will define and design the 
computer systems structure for the judiciary. The project has three goals built around 
the idea of effectively meeting current needs while planning for the future: 

e lo describe current systems; 

e lo outline transitional steps; 


e lo articulate the automated systems environment 
needed to support the judiciary’s future needs. 


Once completed, the ISA will provide a 
framework within which automated judiciary 
applications are designed, developed, imple- 
mented and supported, and within which 
automated data is managed (e.g., created, 
collected, stored, manipulated, disseminated and 
protected). The ISA will also specify the available 
and planned computing infrastructure (hardware platforms, data communication 
facilities, and software application development tools), the principles and standards by 
which automated data are to be managed, and the software applications that are to 
be developed to capture, use and share this data. These architectural standards 
guidelines will help automation project managers develop cost-effective, flexible, and 


timely automated solutions. 


Computer Room Space Analyses 

As a result of improvements in computer hardware design and power require- 
ments over the last 10 years, federal courts no longer need to be designed with 
environmentally controlled rooms to house their computer systems. Recognizing the 
change in space and facilities needs for computer equipment located in the courts, 


Administrative Office staff recommended changes to the facility requirements speci- 
fied in the U.S. Courts Design Guide. 


Also, all General Service Administration rental bills for space classified Automatic 
Data Processing/Computer Room were analyzed to determine if savings could be 
obtained. Each relevant court unit was asked to review its rent bill to verify the space 
classification, use, and square footage. Several discrepancies in space designation and 
usage were found and procedures were implemented that updated GSA‘s billing 
information which, in many cases, resulted in the recovery of overpayments. Through 
this effort, the courts identified potential savings of at least $200,000 per year due to 
space that was no longer used or incorrectly designated. 


Using the Internet 

The Administrative Office continues to assess the potentially great benefits that 
the Internet might provide to the judiciary. A number of judiciary employees have 
been given access to the Internet, and interim guidelines were issued this year to 
address technical and security issues concerning its use. The Administrative Office also 
established an Internet Home Page for the judiciary, which includes information such 
as press releases and copies of The Third Branch. 

The Internet could have a major impact on the judiciary’s plan for transmitting 
electronic documents and data. This year, together with the district court for the 
Northern District of Ohio, the agency developed a prototype to enable electronic 


filing and electronic docketing by attorneys in that court's mass tort asbestos 
case. This system uses the Internet, and relies heavily on commercially available 
software. This limited prototype system, scheduled for operation in January 


1996, should make a valuable contribution to the eventual implementation 


Teel |! of a national electronic filing and docketing system. It will test the effective- 


ness of the technologies used, and help verify expected savings from 
electronic filing of documents. 


Disaster Recovery for the Judiciary Data Center 

During 1995, the Administrative Office implemented a series of management 
controls designed to insure the integrity and security of national data repositories and 
application programs being processed on the Judiciary Data Center's mainframe 
computer system. As a resuli, the data center now has a Disaster Recovery Plan. If an 
emergency occurs, data will be processed at other facilities as the result of an agree- 
ment with the General Services Administration. The judiciary will have continued data 
processing services within 24 hours of the time the Judiciary Data Center’s mainframe 
computer system is rendered inoperable. 


44 


Computer Security 

Administrative Office staff are working to update the judiciary’s computer security 
plans and to increase computer-security awareness in the judiciary. Several IRM 
Standards and bulletins outlining guidelines for enhanced computer security were 
issued to the courts this year. Also, staff produced security-related articles for judiciary 
publications, worked on a security training module for the Project Management 
Education Series, and helped court and agency employees detect and delete com- 


puter viruses. 


Appellate Voice 
Information System 

The Appellate Voice Information System (AVIS) was developed to provide by 
telephone timely and accurate information about the progress of a specific appeal to 
attorneys, parties, and the press. Handling information requests electronically will 
allow court employees to spend more time on other duties. AVIS was developed in 
less than one year due to the collaborative efforts of court and Administrative Office 
staff to define system requirements and analyze alternatives. Also, the system makes 
use of commercially available software which helped expedite system delivery. 

AVIS prompts callers using a touch-tone telephone for a “search clue” (case 
number or party name) and retrieves the information from the Appellate Information 
Management System, the appellate courts’ case-management system. A computer- 
synthesized voice provides the caller with a brief overview of key case information, 
including the case number, number of parties, lead party names, dates the case was 
opened and closed, and the judgment of the court. The application currently is being 
tested in the courts of appeals in the First and Second Circuits. 

Each court will have latitude in setting its own search parameters, such as the 
number of deadlines that will be reported to the caller. Callers will have the option to 
forward their cails to the court if more information is desired. 


Electronic Noticing Project 

Federal courts, bankruptcy trustees, and creditors are all interested in lowering the 
cost of producing bankruptcy notices. Although the production of paper notices by 
the Bankruptcy Noticing Center reduces costs, more money can be saved with 
electronic noticing because the production and mailing of a substantial number of 
paper notices would be eliminated. Electronic noticing would function similarly to an 


e-mail system. 
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The Administrative Office is planning to test two options. The first is the elec- 
tronic transfer of bankruptcy data from the Bankruptcy Noticing Center to creditors 
by means of a value added network. In the second test, courts will transmit bank- 
ruptcy data directly to a network to be retrieved by creditors. 


Electronic Scheduling Program 

The Electronic Scheduling Program (ESP) is a software application being devel- 
oped to automate the labor-intensive scheduling process in bankruptcy courts. This 
application will provide an automated, flexible scheduling system that will meet the 
diverse needs of individual courts, judges, and interested parties. It also will make 
calendar information more readily accessible to court users and the public. 

The key to this system will be the ability to define a judge’s scheduling criteria 
based upon each judge’s specific scheduling patterns, the applicable bankruptcy code 
sections and rules, the court's 
local rules, and the dates, times, 
and locations available to judges 
and parties for scheduling hear- 
ings. These criteria will be evalu- 
ated automatically, and poten- 


tially optimal calendar dates will 
be produced. 

The ESP is being developed by bankruptcy court staff, and is being managed by 
the Administrative Office. This unique approach to systems development capitalizes 
on the programming talent and ingenuity of court staff while incorporating a national 
perspective and approach to the project. During 1995, the project team defined 
project requirements, developed a working prototype, and conducted a hardware and 
software architecture test of the recommended alternative. 


Integrated Library System 

The integrated library system (ILS) project involves the purchase and installation 
of off-the-shelf software for every circuit library. Once installed, the ILS will provide 
the court library staff with the tools necessary to manage tasks such as procurement, 
accounting, serials control, inventory maintenance, circulation control, tracking interli- 
brary loans, and on-line access to the library's card catalog. During 1995, Administra- 
tive Office and court staff developed a Request For Proposals that will be released to 
vendors in 1996. 


Jury Modernization Project 


The Jury Modernization Project will result in a more efficient, cost-effective way to 
facilitate jury selection, service, and payment. This year, with the systems requirements 
and specifications completed, the Administrative Office, the Jury User Group, and the 
District Case Management and Statistics Umbrella Group continued with the procure- 
ment tasks related to this initiative. It is expected that two contracts will be awarded, 
one for developing jury management software and another for jury support services. 


These services will 
e@ Create and maintain master jury wheels; 
e@ Process scannable juror-qualification questionnaires; 
e@ Prepare summons to prospective jurors; 
e Facilitate management of juror selection process. 


Human Resources Management Information System 

The federal judiciary will be replacing its current payroll and personnel systems 
with a new automated human-resources management information system, which 
meets requirements for payroll and personnel processing, proper internal control and 
audit standards, management information, and decentralized data entry and retrieval. 
During the year, Administrative Office staff researched options, analyzed the risks and 
benefits associated with upgrading current systems, and updated functional require- 
ments for the system. It was determined that commercial software, which can be 
modified to fit the unique requirements of the judiciary, is the best choice. An auto- 
mated system will be selected based on responses to the Request for Proposals 
planned for release in early 1996. 


Court Travel Helper 

Administrative Office staff distributed Court Travel Helper, a new software 
package for preparing travel vouchers, to judges and heads of offices in federal courts. 
The program is menu driven and requires only a basic knowledge of travel regulations 
for users to prepare the Judges Voucher (AO Form 28) and the Travel Voucher (SF 
1012) for support employees. The stand-alone version of the program now is availal je 
through the Office Automation Bulletin Board System so that courts can download 
the software onto their personal computers. 


Automation Training 
The Administrative Office sponsors and provides a great deal of automation 
training for court employees. In 1995, the training centers trained more than 4,000 
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students in automation. Every court unit also benefited from the decentralized train- 
ing provided by way of the office automation program which provided either equip- 
ment, software, training or a combination of all three. Many thousands of students 
took part in this training. Since it began, the Judges Office Automation Training 
Program has had many more applicants than it could accomiiodate. This year, the 
number of classes was increased by allotting more funds to meet this pressing need. A 
total of 327 judges attended 13 class sessions. 


In 1995, Administrative Office staff began developing a coordinated information 
resources management (IRM) education and training program. Important dimensions 
of the program: 

e@ Learning in a decentralized environment; 

e@ Using a variety of training delivery options; 

e@ Providing guidance and planning tools for education and training activities; 

° 


Implementing management controls to monitor the value of specific pro- 
grams. 


Also, guidance and training for agency and court automation project managers 
was expanded through the Project Management Education Series and IRM bulletins. 

This past year, the Arizona and Texas Automation Training and Support Centers 
became organizational units within the Administrative Office. The centers are respon- 
sible for automation support services, comprehensive training, user support, software 
release testing, and distribution of application software and equipment to the judiciary. 

This year, the training and support centers in Texas and Arizona added technical 
training classes to their curriculum of automation courses. The classes, which previ- 
ously had been taught in Washington, D.C., provide systems staff in the courts and 
probation and pretrial services offices with an opportunity to increase their proficiency 
with the UNIX operating system. Consolidation of technical training, as well as the 
telephone help desk service provided by the training centers, has resulted in more 
efficient use of resources and better support. 

A one-day pilot workshop, Maintaining Your Competitive Edge Through Automa- 
tion, was held for 35 judicial secretaries and assistants in Washington, D.C. as an “add- 
on” to a four-day Federal Judicial Center seminar. The workshop provided information 
on automation education and training programs that are available, “hot tips” demon- 
strating creative use of automation in chambers, and several “models” of effective 
working relationships between chambers and automation staffs. 

The Administrative Office always is looking for new training ideas and opportuni- 


ties to better meet the needs of court employees. 


Judges attend an office automation training 
session in San Antonio, Texas: (L to RD 
Judge Robert G. Doumar (Virginia-Eastern), 
Judge Frank |. Magill (8th Circuit), Judge 
Thome, P. juckson (District of Columbia), 
Chief Bankruptcy Judge Paul Mannes 
(Maryland), Judge Charles L. Brieant 

(New York-Southern), Judge Charles N. 
Clevert Jr. (Wisconsin-Eastern), Chief Judge 
Gerald B. Tjoflat (11th Circuit), Chief Judge 
Morey L. Sear (Louisiana-Eastern), Peter G. 
McCabe (Administrative Office), Judge Paul 
A. Magnuson (Minnesota), Judge 
Alicemarie H. Stotler (California-Centrab), 
Judge James K. Logan (10th Circuit), Chief 
Judge Richard S. Arnold (8th Circuit), Judge 
Rya W. Zobel (Director, Federal Judicial 
Center), Chief Judge Henry A. Politz (Sth 
Circuit), and Judge Anthony A. Alaimo 
(Georgia-Southern). 


Financial Systems Initiatives 


The Administrative Office is responsible for budgeting, accounting, and financial 


analysis of appropriations and other funds for the judiciary and for submitting financial 
reports to the U.S. Treasury and Congress. The agency maintains the central account- 
ing system, which is the repository of the judiciary’s financial information. The federal 
courts handle most of the judiciary’s individual financial transactions and submit 
financial data to the Administrative Office. 

In support of the judiciary’s efforts to strengthen local financial management in 
the courts, special workshops for new unit executives and budget analysts were held 


in 1995. More than 120 new managers took part in the workshops. 


Financial Accounting System for Tomorrow 

The Administrative Office plays a leadership role in and is committed to improv- 
ing financial management for the judiciary. As the cornerstone of this improvement 
effort, a new strategy was developed to acquire a modern, comprehensive, and 
integrated financial management system on an accelerated schedule. In 1995, the 
Court Financial System Long-Term Replacement (CFS-LTR) project was redesignated 
as the Financial Accounting System for Tomorrow (FAS,T) in recognition of a faster 
approach, which is expected to esult in quicker implementation in the courts. 

The accelerated schedule is made possible by the concentrated efforts of mem- 
bers of the FAS,T User and Working Groups. These groups developed models reflect- 
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ing the core financial business functions of the courts, which will be used to evaluate 
available commercial financial software from vendors on the General Services Admin- 
istration schedule as well as certain court-developed systems. The result will be the 
purchase and installation of a comprehensive and integrated accounting system for 
use by all court units. The new system will share data with the Central Accounting 
System at the Administrative Office and include interfaces to allow exchange of data 
with other court systems, such as jury and case management. 


Payment for CJA Attorneys and Other Experts 

A critical financial management need for federal courts is replacement of the 
antiquated system for payment of Criminal Justice Act (CJA) panel attorneys and 
expert witnesses. In fiscal year 1995, court requirements were gathered by Adminis- 
trative Office staff through a series of project team visits to courts and through use of 
the Joint Application Design process. An analysis of alternatives was begun to deter- 
mine how best to adapt or acquire a system to meet the needs of the courts. 


Improvements to Existing 
Financial Systems 

Administrative Office staff also made improvements this year in existing financial 
systems and processes. The Court Financial System (CFS-1) was moved from the 
UNISYS mini-computer to a 486 PC-based platform in 18 courts, providing annual 
maintenance cost savings of $200,000, relief from recurring hardware failures, and 
faster, more efficient, processing. The U.S. District Court for the Central District of 
California developed an automated interface to the Administrative Office's central 
accounting system, eliminating the duplicate effort involved in keypunching over 
15,000 documents annually. Work is underway to link other courts’ financial systems 
with the central accounting system. 


Allotment Simplification 

Another key initiative for improved financial management is the design of an 
easier method for allotting funds to the courts. The first phase of allotment simplifica- 
tion began October |, 1995. The primary focus of this project, which complements 
the Cost Control Monitoring System, is to streamline and simplify the allotment of 
non-personnel funds to the courts. When fully implemented, the new allotment 
process will result in a more equitable distribution of funds to the courts while reduc- 
ing the effort required by court and Administrative Office staff. 


Accounting and Financial Systems Help Desk 

In its second full year of operation, the Accounting and Financial Systems Help 
Desk responded to more than 3,000 requests for help from court employees. The 
help desk provides a single point of contact for quickly resolving accounting system 
problems and issues in the courts. 


Court Registry Investment System 

The Court Registry Investment System, managed by the U.S. District Court for 
the Southern District of Texas, completed its fifth full year of operation in 1995. In 
July, the Admirustrative Office awarded a contract to Texas Commerce Bank to 
provide investment advisory services, investment strategy development, record keep- 
ing and reporting, and commercial brokerage services. About $1.25 billion from 15 
participating courts had been invested in the system by September 30. The registry 
fund cash mafagement system continues to expand to serve a growing number of 
courts. 

Under this system, registry funds of participating courts are pooled, and Treasury 
securities are purchased and held at the Federal Reserve Bank in Houston. A market 
rate of interest is applied. Investment in treasury securities eliminates the need to 
administer collateral. 


Personnel Processing 

The Administrative Office serves as a central personnel management point for the 
federal courts, serving nearly 29,000 judiciary employees. In 1995, agency staff 
received more than 112,000 phone calls regard- 
ing personnel matters, and processed 95,300 
personnel actions, 286,000 payroll changes, and ¥ 
12,500 requests for health-benefits elections or 
changes. 


Staffing Equalization 


At its September 1994 session, the Judicial 


Conference approved the continuation of a 
Staffing Equalization Program for fiscal year 1995. 
The program applied to all clerks offices and all 
probation and pretrial services offices and was 


similar to the program that was implemented in 
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1994 to reduce significant disparities in staffing levels among court units nationwide. 
Due to the tremendous cooperation between the Administrative Office and the 
courts, this program was implemented and administered successfully. By October |, 
1995, only 10 over-limit positions remained out of 90 at the beginning of the year. 
Court units with over-target positions at the beginning of fiscal year 1996 are receiv- 
ing six months’ funding for these positions to ease the disruption to court operations 
and staff. 


Equal Employment Opportunity 

The Administrative Office provides daily guidance and support to judges, court 
managers, and other judiciary employees on matters relating to equal employment 
opportunity (EEO) through a duty officer program and a research service. This year, a 
course on basic equal employment opportunity issues was offered in the sixth, eighth, 
and tenth circuits at the invitation of the circuit executive of each of these circuits. 
Based on reactions and recommendations, a training program covering the Model 
EEO Plan, discrimination complaint procedures, EEO issues including an emphasis on 
EEO investigations, and remedies available to the courts was implemented in the 
circuits. 

An annual report on the judiciary’s EEO program, based on data on recruitment, 
hiring, promotions, advancement, and EEO complaints, is published every year by the 
Administrative Office. In response to court requests, agency staff also use this data to 
prepare statistical analyses for individual courts, comparing a court's EEO data with 
U.S. Census Bureau information on the local work force. 


Education and Training Activities 

In support of the Director's objective to offer more training opportunities while 
controlling expenses and increasing flexibility for federal courts, agency staff continued 
to develop cost-saving interagency training agreements. New interagency agreements 
include provisions for court training coordinators to work directly with contractors to 
develop local training programs. 

Agency staff and employees from the Federal Judicial Center worked together to 
establish the Joint Court Education and Training Advisory Committee, which consists 
of representatives from both agencies and the courts. Meetings were held to identify 
long-range educational trends and needs for court employees. Other cooperative 
activities between the two agencies included the development of the Conference for 
Chief District Judges and training on the impact of downsizing. 


Statistical Reporting 

Collecting and reporting statistics on the workload of 
federal courts is a core responsibility of the Administrative 
Office. The Administrative Office tries to provide the most 
effective and efficient ways for court employees to manage 
information gathering and reporting, and for agency staff to 
handle the tremendous volume of data it receives from the 
courts. The following activities represent steps the agency 
took in 1995 to improve the process while minimizing the 


burden on the courts. 


District Court StaristicAL Data Grapus. To help federal courts manage caseloads, 
Administrative Office staff worked with the Judicial Conference Committee on Court 
Administration and Case Management and the District Court Advisory Group on 
Statistics to create packages of graphs that provide caseload statistics on district courts. 
Seventy district courts have requested these statistical packages. Each package presents 
10 years of data on filings, terminations, and median times for one district in such 
categories as total civil cases, prisoner petitions, civil-rights cases, civil cases pending 
more than three years, criminal felony cases, criminal cases with more than three 
defendants, criminal cases with three or fewer defendants, and weighted caseloads. 


ANALYTICAL Reports. Administrative Office staff continue to produce reports on court 
caseload characteristics and trends, and the conditions influencing them. Completed 
during 1995 were reports on pro se cases in the 12 regional courts of appeals, disposi- 
tions of bankruptcy cases filed under Chapter 13, a five-year review of federal proba- 
tion data, and the relationship of pretrial violations to criminal offenses. Reports on 
such topics as felony and misdemeanor cases in district courts and an analysis of how 
differentiated case-management affects civil caseloads in district courts are forthcoming. 


Civic Justice Rerorm Act Reportinc. Over the last five years, the Administrative 
Office has prepared nine semi-annual reports in accordance with the Civil Justice 
Reform Act of 1990. These reports show, by judicial officer, motions pending more 
than six months, bench trials submitted more than six months, and civil cases pending 
more than three years. 

To ease the process, the agency distributed to all district courts a new Integrated 
Case Management System software package that will significantly reduce the amount 
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of time required to run the reports. Ten district courts used the new software to 
report data for September 1995. The Administrative Office has requested that the 
remaining courts install the program and practice running simulated reports. 


Data COLLECTION AND RETRIEVAL. The Administrative Office continues to improve the 
judiciary’s capability to collect and retrieve data. The |S-10 automated system now 
allows courts to key trial data into their own databases and to transmit electronically 
this information to the Administrative Office. 

Five of the eight major statistical database systems—civil, trials, bankruptcy, adver- 
sary, and appeals—have been converted from hierarchical structures to relational 
structures, which allows more flexibility in organizing and retrieving data. This conver- 
sion improved the agency's ability to extract and report information from these 
databases. The criminal, probation, and pretrial systems also are being converted. 


On-Line BULLETIN Boarpb System. A new statistics on-line bulletin board system 
developed in 1995 is a more efficient way for the transfer of data and reports be- 
tween courts and the Administrative Office. The bulletin board has been invaluable 
for reconciling inconsistencies between court records and the agency's database. Also, 
the Administrative Office began using the system to disseminate presentence report 
better practices, new and improved procedures, “shareware,” and macros developed 
by court offices as part of the Judiciary Methods Analysis Program. 


Macistrare JUDGE Statistics THROUGH AuTomaATED Recoros. The Magistrate Judge 
Statistics Through Automated Records (MJSTAR) project will ease magistrate judges’ 
statistical reporting burdens. The MJSTAR project will deterr-ine the best method for 
collecting magistrate judge workload statistics from docket information maintained 
electronically by the clerk of court and from the CVB, and will result in an entirely 
new automated statistical reporting system. During 1995, the project team, composed 
of magistrate judges, clerks of — irt, and Administrative Office staff, defined the goals 
and requirements of the project. These requirements were presented to the Commit- 
tee on the Administration of the Magistrate Judges System in December 1995. 


Audit and Review Activities 

Under Title 28 of the U.S. Code, the judiciary has in place appropriate, rigorous, 
and effective oversight mechanisms for audit, review, and investigation. The Judicial 
Conference of the United States, the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, the 


judicial councils of the circuits, and the federal courts themselves carry out various 
oversight and review responsibilities. Through these established mechanisms, the 
judiciary 

e Addresses allegations of judicial misconduct or disability; 


e Identifies, investigates, and resolves improprieties or allegations of fraud, 
waste, loss, or abuse; 


@ Oversees the judiciary’s funds, programs, and operations; surveys the condi- 
tion of business in the courts; promotes uniformity of management proce- 
dures and the expeditious conduct of court business; studies the operation 
and effect of the general rules of practice and procedure; studies ways to 
improve litigation management and dispute resolution in the district courts; 
and carries out efforts to achieve fiscal responsibility, accountability, and 
efficiency; 


e Performs audits of the courts; 


e Conducts studies, reviews and evaluations of programs, organizations, opera- 
tions, and policies; and 


e Calls upon independent outside experts to review specific areas of concern to 

obtain objective analyses and recommendations for action. 

By statutory assignment and under the supervision of the Judicial Conference, the 
Administrative Office plays a key role in judiciary audit and review. In carrying out its 
support to the Judicial Conference and its committees, upon request by individual 
courts for assistance, and as an essential part of administering judiciary programs, the 
Administrative Office's various program units conduct audits, reviews and assessments 
that cover a broad range of activities, including compliance reviews, management and 
operational assessments, technical reviews, and program evaluations. To ensure that an 
effective system of reviews is in place, a single office in the agency is assigned respon- 
sibility for overseeing the agency's audit and assessment activities, and the Judicial 
Conference Committee on the Administrative Office oversees this process. 

Since 1993, the Judicial Conference of the United States and the Administrative 
Office of the U.S. Courts have undertaken more than 400 studies, reviews, audits, and 
evaluations. The various studies and reviews result in recommendations to improve 
services, efficiency, effectiveness, or economy--system-wide, for particular programs, or 
for individual courts. 


FINANCIAL Auprts. Under Title 28 U.S.C. § 604, the Administrative Office is assigned 
responsibility for judiciary audits. Cyclical financial audits of the courts are done every 
four years and in accordance with standards set by the General Accounting Office. 
The scope of the financial audit program has expanded over the years to include 
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additional areas of study. This past year, the Administrative Office redefined its 
approach to performing these audits. All of the cyclical financial audits of the courts 
now are being done by a contractor under the supervision of the Administrative 
Office, while agency staff perform operational and special audits. 

During 1995, 36 court financial audits and 13 special financial audits were done. 
Operational audits were performed in such diverse 
areas as the imprest funds of the U.S. Sentencing 
Commission, Federal Judicial Center, and Administra- 


tive Office; tenant alteration accounts in the third, 


ninth, and tenth circuits; non-appropriated funds in the 
U.S. Supreme Court and the District of Columbia's i Y/ 
appellate and district courts; the in forma pauperis pilot 
program; and the Russian judges legal seminar fund. 


Court Review Procrams. During 1995, the Administrative Office continued to 
provide on-site court management and organization reviews, and a new progiam of 
comprehensive reviews and quick reviews was initiated. Administrative and program 
areas affecting court operations are reviewed by teams of Administrative Office and 
court staff with subject matter expertise. At the conclusion of a review, a report is 
issued to the court to provide an assessment of existing Operations and to make 
recommendations for improving court services. Reports may also result in the identifi- 
cation of actions that the Administrative Office can take to improve its support. This 
year, nine revi ws in the following courts were conducted: Illinois-Northern (District), 
Florida-Southern (District), Virginia ‘Western (District), California-Southern (District), 
New Jersey (District and Bankruptcy), Louisiana-Eastern (ID ‘strict and Bankruptcy), 
New York-Western (District and Bankruptcy), Pennsylvania-Eastern (Bankruptcy), and 
California-Northern (Bankruptcy). 

Administrative Office program specialists also provide clerks’ offices with technical 
assistance reviews of specific program areas, such as case management, jury manage- 
ment and use, court reporting and court interpreting. Working closely with co rt staff, 
these reviews provide guidance on ways to increase operational efficiency a .d effec- 


tiveness. During 1995, 10 technical assistance reviews were completed. 


PROBATION AND PRETRIAL Services Orrice Reviews. Comprehensive operatio. a! 
reviews and technical assistance reviews also are done for probation and pretria! 


services offices. During 1995, there were || operational reviews and 36 technicai 


assistance reviews in such program areas as drug aftercare, mental health treatment, 
electronic monitoring, and implementation of the Probation/Pretrial Automated Case 
Tracking System (PACTS). 


FEDERAL DEFENDER PROGRAM Reviews. Administrative Office staff reinstated reviews of 
federal defender organizations in March 1995 to improve program evaluation and 
oversight. The primary objectives of these reviews are to identify and address vulner- 
abilities in office management and administration; to ensure that policies governing 
the Defender Services program are understood and followed by defenders; and to 
provide assurance that federal funds are being spent appropriately. 

The reviews cover office structure and governance, financial management, human 
resources, procurement, reporting and record keeping, case management, automation, 
physical resources, and Criminal Justice Act panel management. Also, the reviews 
enable agency employees to collect and disseminate information regarding exemplary 
procedures, processes, forms, and controls. 

Six federal public defender organizations, three post-conviction defender organiza- 
tions, and three community defender organizations were reviewed in 1995. A final 
report, with recommendations for improving administrative and management activi- 
ties, is provided io ..c defender organization and the district court or the court of 
appeals, as appropriate. 


Post-AUTOMATION Reviews. Teams of agency employees conduct on-site assessments 
in appellate, district and bankruptcy courts to review nationally supported case- 
management systems to ensure that the systems are implemented correctly and 
managed efficiently and effectively. A report including recommendations for improve- 
ments is submitted to a court within 90 days of the review. Since the program began 
in 1991, 64 post-automation reviews have been completed, eight of which were done 
in 1995. 

To improve the effectiveness and usefulness of these reviews for individual courts 
and for meeting national program management information needs, Administrative 
Office staff have been re-examining the Post-Automation Review Program to deter- 
mine the most appropriate method for selecting and scheduling courts for post- 
automation reviews, as well as the best reporting format. Expanding the scope of the 
reviews to include areas such as electronic-records manage:nent, personal computer 
use, the DCN, and other automated software initiatives supported by the Administra- 
tive Office is being considered. 
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New STANDARDS FOR CONDUCTING Court Reviews. This past year, increased emphasis 
was placed on improving the agency's mechanisms for reviewing court programs and 
operations. The Director issued standards and guidelines to be used for conducting 
court reviews. ihese standards, which take into account the unique structure and 
independence of the federal judiciary, incorporate auditing standards promulgated by 
the General Accounting Office, provide other general review requirements, and 
define the roles and responsibilities of reviewers. They also provide a framework for 
planning reviews, collecting data, and reporting results. 


Other Administrative Office Management Initiatives 

Despite severe budget and staffing limitations, the Administrative Office contin- 
ued to provide a high level of service and support to federal courts by finding better 
ways to accomplish its work. 


MANAGEMENT Systems. The Administrative Office has a number of internal manage- 
ment systems in place that allow the agency to review the way it does its business and 
to make adjustments when needed. The Administrative Office Planning and Manage- 
ment Objectives System, established in 1989, supports the fulfillment of five funda- 
mental goals that embody the values and direction of the agency: Good Relations; 
Openness; Accountability and Achievement; Leadership, Service. This system focuses 
on strategic thinking and enables the agency to devote its limited resources to achiev- 
ing the highest priority objectives. Each year, each office examines its program devel- 
opments, issues, court interests, and changing requirements to identify and assign 
priority to program objectives and to establish resource plans and schedules for 
accomplishing those key objectives. During 1995, about 165 objectives were set by 
the various offices within the Administrative Office, and progress was monitored on a 
quarterly basis to ensure that changing priorities were identified and resource needs 
were addressed. 

This past year, Administrative Office staff continued to implement a management 
controls system that also helps agency managers achieve their goals and objectives. 
Under this system, internal management control structures and procedures are re- 
viewed and documented, areas of risk are assessed, and steps are taken to ensure that 
the use of resources is consistent with applicable laws, regulations, and policies. The 
system also protects assets against waste, fraud, loss and misuse. 

Under the leadership of the Associate Director, Management and Operations, 
Administrative Office managers hold quarterly sessions to review the status of judi- 


Ciary-wide spending against fiscal year spending plans. During these financial reviews, 
funds may be reallocated to meet emerging priorities or unanticipated developments. 


Town Meetincs. During 1994 and 1995, the Director held a series of town meetings, 
ultimately including all Administrative Office employees who wanted to attend. The 
Director encouraged employees to ask questions, express concerns, and share ideas 
they had for improving service and support to the Judicial Conference and the courts, 
or for improving the operations of the Administrative Office. The meetings covered a 
broad array of topics, and employees made a number of useful suggestions for im- 
provements that have aiready been implemented. 


ANALYTICAL STUDIES AND TRAINING CURRICULUM. Since 
1993, the Administrative Office has been experimenting 


with a peer review process for major analytic studies. 
This past year, given the success of the peer review 
concept, the agency initiated a review of the peer 
review process in order to develop more 
formal guidelines on when and how peer 
review should be employed. Also, the agency 
is establishing a training curriculum to 
supplement and enhance the analytic skills of | 
Administrative Office staff, with the goal of 
improving the overall quality of the agency's 
analytic products. 


Support TO INDEPENDENT Counset Orrices. As of November 1995, there were six 
independent counsels in operation, and the amount of Administrative Office staff 
support to these offices has grown. The Administrative Office provides administrative 
support services for independent counsel offices, as required by the Independent 
Counsel Reauthorization Act of 1994, P.L 103-270. This support includes personnel, 
payroll, accounting, procurement, and space management services, and general 
guidance on security and general office management. 

Because the legislation authorizing independent counsels requires them to follow 
executive bra:ich regulations and procedures, the Administrative Office must also 
coordinate closely with the Department of Justice, the General Services Administra- 
tion, the Office of Government Ethics, and other executive branch agencies that 
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provide services related to the operation of the independent counsel offices. The 
agency is working with the executive branch to increase the operational efficiency of 
these offices and supports the General Accounting Office with its six-month audits. 


ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE PERSONNEL SysTeEM. In compliance with the Administrative 
Office Personnel Act of 1990, agency staff developed and issued this year new 
policies covering employee-management relations, trial and probationary periods for 
new employees and first-time supervisors, and temporary appointments. Four pclicies 
were developed to address employee-management relations. 

The proposed Administrative Office Classification, Compensation, and Recruit- 
ment System was distributed to employees for review and comment, and more 
employee feedback was received on this proposal than on any other proposed policy 
issued so far. The proposed system is tailored to meet the specific needs of the 
Administrative Office while maintaining similarities with the classification, recruitment, 
and pay policies of federal courts. 

The agency offered voluntary early-out retirement to 200 eligible employees in 
fiscal year 1995. Nine employees took advantage of this offer. 


DownsIZING OF THE OFFICE OF AUTOMATION AND TECHNOLOGY. In 1990, Congress 
enacted legislation that permitted federal courts to reimburse the Administrative 
Office for court automation support positions within the agency's Office of Automa- 
tion and Technology. This year, the Administrative Office reviewed the way it provides 
Information Resources Management (IRM) functions to determine alteinatives for 
reducing the number of reimbursable court automation support positions. After this 
review, Administrative Office Director Leonidas Ralph Mecham approved a plan to 
downsize the reimbursable court automation support organization by 40-50 positions 


over the next four years, to be attained primarily through attritic. 


@ STATUTORY AUTHORITY 


28 U.S.C. § 601-612. Congress established 
the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts 
in 1939 to provide administrative support to 
federal courts. 


@ SUPERVISION 


The Director of the Administrative Office 
Carries Out the statutory responsibilities and 
other duties under the supervision and 
direction of the principal policy-making 
body of the judiciary, the Judicial Confer. 
ence of the United States, and its Executive 
Committe In addition, the Conference's 
Committee on the Administrative Office 
oversees generally the agency's operations. 


@ RESPONSIBILITIES 


All responsibility for the Administrative 
Office of the U.S. Courts is vested in the 
Director, who is the chief administrative 
officer for the federal courts. Under his 
direction, the agency carries out ihe follow- 
ing functions: 


— Implements the policies of the Judicial 
Conference of the United States and sup- 
ports its network of committees by sroviding 
staff to plan meetings; develop agenuas; 
prepare reports; and provide substantive 
analytical support to the development of 
issues, projects, and recommendations. 


— Supports over 2,000 judicia! officers, includ- 
ing active and senior appeilate and c.strict 
court judges, bankruptcy judges, and magis- 
trate judges. 


— Advises court administrators regarding 
procedural and administrative matters. 


— Provides program leadership and support for 
clerks of court, staff attorneys, librarians, 


bankruptcy administrators, and other court 
employees. 


Guides and supports more than 6,000 
probation and pretriai services officers. 


Provides leadership and support for the 
federal defender program. 


Provides centralized core administrative 
functions such as payroll, personnel, and 
accounting services. 


Administers the judiciary’s unique personnel 
systems and monitors its equal employment 
opportunity program. 


Develops and executes the budget. 


Defines resource requirements through 
forecasts of caseloads, work-measurement 
anz2iyses, assessment of program changes, and 
reviews of individual court requirements. 


Provides legislative counsel and services to 
the judiciary; acts as liaison with the legisla- 
tive and executive branches. 


Prepares manuals and a variety of other 
publications that include essential information 
regarding judicial business. 


Collects and analyzes detailed statistics on 
the workload of the courts. 


Mervtors the performance of programs and 
1i8@ Of resources. 


\udits the courts’ financial operations. 


Assists in handling public affairs for the 
judiciary, responding to numerous inquiries 
froin Congress, the media, and the public 
abou? court operations. 


evelops new ways for handling court 
ousiness, and provides training, and assistance 
to court employees to help them implement 
programs and improve operations. 


Develops and supports automated systems 
and technologies used throughout the courts, 
with che participaticn of representative 
groups of court autornation users. 
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~ Coordinates with the General Services 
Administration the construction and manage 
ment of the judiciary's space and facilities. 


Monitors the U.S. Marshals Service's imple: 
mentation of the Judicial Facilities Security 


Program, including court security officers, and 


executes security policy for the judiciary. 


@ ORGANIZATION 


Director 
Leonidas Ralph Mecham 

Serves as the chief executive of the Adminis- 
trative Office, Secretary to the Judicial Confer: 
ence, and ex officio member of the Executive 
Committee of the Judicial Conference and 


member of the Board of Directors of the Federal 
judicial Center. 


Associate Director, 
Management and Operations 
Clarence A. Lee, Jr. 

Serves as chief advisor to the Director on 
management and operational matters; ensures 
that activities of all agency elements are function- 
ing in support of the Director's goals. 


Associate Director and General Counsel 
William R. Burchill, Jr. 

Provides legal counsel and other services to 
the Director and staff of the Administrative 
Office and to the Judicial Conference; responds 
to legal inquiries from judges and other court 
officials regarding court operations. 


judicial Conference Executive Secretariat 
Karen K. Siegel, Assistant Director 

Coordinates the agency's performance of the 
staff functions required by the Judicial Confer- 
ence and its committees; maintains the official 
files of the Judicial Conference; and responds to 
judges and other court personnel regarding 
Conference activities. 


Congressional, External, and Public 

Affairs 

Michael W. Blommer, Assistant Director 
Manages the coordination and performance 

of activities that directly or indirectly involve the 


relationship of the federal judiciary with Con- 
gress, the media, bar associations, and the public. 


Automation and Technology 
Pamela B. White, Assistant Director 

Carries out information resources manage 
ment for the judiciary and administers the 


automation program: its planning, technology, 
and resource allocation. 


Court Programs 
Noel }. Augustyn, Assistant Director 

Manages support provided to the courts for 
defender services, probation and pretrial services, 
clerks of court, circuit executives, staff attorneys, 
court reporters, circuit librarians, pre-argument 
conference attorneys, and interpreters, including 
the development of budgets, allocation of 


resources, and management of national pro- 
grams. 


Facilities, Security and Administrative 
Services 
P. Gerald Thacker, Assistant Director 

Manages services provided to the courts in the 
areas of court security, relocation and travel, 
contracts, and space and facilities, and provides 
administrative services for the Administrative 
Office itself; serves as the primary contact on real 
property administration matters with the General 
Services Administration. 


Finance and Budget 
Joseph ]. Bobek, Acting Assistant Director 
Manages the budget, accounting, and financial 
systems of the judiciary; provides information on 
the impact of proposed legislation upon the 
judiciary; and prepares financial analyses on 
judiciary programs. 


Human Resources and Statistics 

Manages services provided to the courts in the 
areas of statistics, personnel, payroll, health and 
retirement benefits, and equal employment 
opportunity. 


Judges Programs 
Peter G. McCabe, Assistant Director 

Supports the judiciary’s long-range planning 
efforts; oversees the formulation and promulga- 
tion of federal rules of practice and procedure; 
delivers legal and administrative services to 
judicial officers including Article III judges, 
bankruptcy judges and magistrate judges. 
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Sources of Pro Se Appeals, 1994 and 199 .....cssusmssenennmnssnneeneseeeeen 51 - duo 
Table 5-5. 

Appeals Under Submission More Than Three Months, 1994 and 1996........... 52 - Jul 
Table $-6. 

Criminal Appeals Filed Under the Sentencing Guidelines... 53 - 242% 


U.S. District Courts—Civil 


Table S-7 
Civil Cases Filed, by Origin, 1991 Through 1995 .....uussmssssnnnnsnseene 54- 949 


Table 5-8. 
Recovery of Overpayments and Enforcement 
EN 55 - 244 


Table 5-9. 
Social Security Cases Commenced .. 58 . 247 


Table S-10. 
Product Liability Cases Commenced, by Nature of Suit 6 - av 


Table S-1I. 
Cases Pending Three Years or More, by Basis of Jurisdiction and 
Nature of Suit .. eneneaeaaatiiees 64 - 9x3 
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Table S-12. 
Arbitration Cases Filed by District 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal 


Table $-13, 


PRR R BLESS ASEALASE ELIE L ERLE LEER EER LEE TERRE ETE) 


PURE PELE RSER EEE SE ELISE ES LEELA 


Criminal Defendants Whose Cases were Dismissed Pursuant to 


Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3162(H) 


Other 


Table 5-14. 


POPP Pe USPS SESE SEES ELIS CELE TEESE 


Ninth Circuit Bankruptcy Appellate Panel (BAP)—Bankruptcy Appeals 


Filed, Closed, and Pending, 1991 Through 1995 


Table $-15. 


PERE EIEIO SSIES 


Persons Received and Under Supervision of the Federal Probation 


System by Type of Supervision, 1994 and 1995.. 


Table S-16. 
Drug- and Alcohol-Dependent Clients, 1991 Through 1995 


Table S-17 


U.S. District Courts—National Petit Juror Service, 1991 Through 1995 


Table 5-18. 


U.S. District Courts—National Grand Juror Service, 1991 Through 1995 


Table $-19. 
Matters Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges, 


SOOTHE EER R EERE R RHR H Ree Reet eee 


ee eee eee eeeeee 


1985 and 1991 Through 1995 


Table S-20. 
Three-Judge District Court Hearings, by Nature of Suit, 
1991 Through 1995 


72 - 30) 


73 ~ 36> 


74 - 263 


16-940 


/4s- 


Table $-21. 
Cases Transferred by Order of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict 
I 77 - 2&6 


Table $-22. 
Cumulative Summary of Multidistrict Litigation, 1993 Through 1995... 80 “2u4 


Table S-23. 
Representations by Federal Defender Organizations, 
I a ll 8] - 27¢ 


Table $-24. 
Report of Complaints Filed and Action Taken Under Authority of 
Le 82- a7! 


Appendix: Detailed Statistical Tables 


U.S. Supreme Court 


Table A-1. 
Cases on Docket, Disposed of, and Reinaining on Dockets, 
RE NN 85 - a74 


U.S. Courts of Appeals 


Table B. 
Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, 1994 and 1995 ccs 86 - 27> 


Table B-1. 
Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, by Circuit............ 87 - 276 


Table B-1A. 
Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, 
Ey eee Oe a cctneseeteninncatarnstimmnnrnemnies 9) - 7 


Table B-2. 
Petitions for Review on Writ of Certiorari to the Supreme Court 
Commenced, Terminated, and Pending............ 2 ror i a OR 95 - #84 


Table B-3. 
Source of Appeals and Original Proceedings Commenced, 
by Circuit, 1991 Through 1995......nm::smunnnssninnnnnmnunnneseesse 98 - 287 


Table B-3A. 
Sources of Appeals in Civil and Criminal Cases 
I iki aiaeniileiinidtinl 04 - 243 


Table B-4. 


Median Time Intervals in Cases Terminated 
ge 07 - X4% 


Table B-5. 
Appeals Terminated on the Merits, by Circuit wun. 0-299 


Table B-SA. 
Appeals Terminated by Procedural Judgments, by Circuit... 114. 30% 


Table B-6. 
Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending, by Citculit........c:smmunnunssnesnnen 118 ~3°7 


Table B-7 
Nature of Suit or Offense in Cases Arising From the U.S. District 
Ee 22-31! 


Table B-8. 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit—Appeals Filed, 
EE 127 _ 3/6 


Table B-9. 
Pro Se Appeals Commenced and Terminated, by Circuit oi... css 128 - 311 


144 


147 


U.S. District Courts—Civil 


Table C. 

Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, 1994 and 1995 voces 132-421 
Table C-1. 

Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending ......cssssssnunueessnsessnsven 135- 324 
Table C-2. 

Cases Commenced, by Basis of Jurisdiction and 

i i i 138 - 32°7 
Table C-2A. 

Cases Commenced, by Nature of Suit, 1991 Through 1995 ncn 4] - 43° 
Table C-3. 

Cases Commenced, by Nature of Suit and Disttict ......csussussssessseseseie 144- 343 
Table C-3A. 

Cases Pending, by Nature of Suit and District .....csssmsssnnsessnvneve 150 - 339 
Table C-3B. 

Cases Terminated, by Nature of Suit and District : - 156 - SH7 
Table C-4. 

Cases Terminated, by Nature of Suit and Action Take... 62 - 3y! 
Table C-4A. 

Cases Terminated, by District and Action Take? a... 165 - 354 
Table C-5. 

Time Intervals From Filing to Disposition of Cases Terminated, by 

District and Method of Disposition... 168 - 3S? 
Table C-6. 

Cases Pending, by District and Length of Time Pending 7] ~ 36° 


Table C-7 


Civil and Criminal Trials Completed, by District... 174 - 363 

Table C-8. 

Length of Civil and Criminal Trials Completed, by Distfict.......0c0:0:omssom 177 - 366 

Table C-9. 

Civil and Criminal Inials Terminated 

That Required 20 of More Days ..ssinmnsssisisssstnsiunneiieiesieieiussneen 180 - 304 

Table C-10. 

Time Intervals From Filing to Trial of Civil Cases in Which Trials 

I TC i i 186 - 379 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal 


Table D. 
Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, 1994 and 1995 oss 199 - 77" 


Table D. 
Defendants Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, 1994 and 1995.0... 192 ~ 3s) 


Table D-1. 

Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending ......ccssuussssssssstnisnunsnee 195 - 354 
Table D-1. 

Defendants Commenced, Terminated, and Pending .....cccscssssusunewe 201- 394 
Table D-2. 

Cases Commenced, by Major Offense, 1991 Through 1995 occu 207 - 396 
Table D-2. 

Defendants Commenced, by Major Offense, 1991 Through 1995... 210-349 
Table D-3. 

Cases Commenced, by Offense and Disttict ...m:mmnsnunnnnnnsnnnnnnnnnn 213- 4 
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Table D-3. 


Defendants Commenced, by Offense and District... 219 - 4ue% 
Table D-4. 

Defendants Disposed of, by Type of Disposition and Offense ........0::m 225 - wy 
Table D-S. 

Defendants Sentenced After Conviction, by Off@NSE uu... 228 - 417 
Table D-6. 

Median Time Intervals From Filing to Disposition 

of Criminal Defendants Disposed of, by District.....csssssssmeenen 232 - Wal 
Table D-7 

Defendants Disposed of, by Type of Disposition and Distfict o.com 255 - Yay 
Table D-8. 

Cases Pending, by Major Offense and District... 239- War 
U.S. District Courts—Federal Probation System 

Table E-1. 

Persons Received for and Removed From Supervision ......cussnsssuusnn 245 ~ y3y 
Table E-2. 

a I oo scrnesisnintinesiasntarinbtisericaaneeienanitaet nemesis 251 - yuo 
Table E-3. 

Persons Under Supervision, by Offense .....cccsssssssssssssssssnestnniusnenen 254- 4u3 
Table E-4. 

Probationers Received From Judges for Supervision, 

re Gy Cae sativlinisitehicensseessintiiinepinntniinnnnastaniiadbiines 260 - 444 


Table E-7 
Persons Removed From Supervision Without Violation and With 
a ied seeniiememmananeeiin sai 


U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 


Table F. 
Bankruptcy Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, 


SES we ls CA EN 
Table F-2. 

Business and Now>:ness Cases Commenced, 

by Chapter of the Bankruptcy Code.......ccssssstusstessniinsisieneeen 
Table F-8. 


Adversary Proceedings Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
fe 


U.S. Court of International Trade 


Table G-1. 
Cases Filed and Terminated, 1994 and 1995 occas 


U.S. Court of Federal Claims 


Table G-2A. 
Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending .......cccccascssssssssssssuuststesusisnnsnsee 


Table G-2B. 
EF ET 


U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act 


Table H-1. 
EE a aE a aT EE 


265 -yoy 


268 - 467 
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Table H-2. 


Interviews and Types Of Bail Reports... 280 - Nu 
Table H-3. 

Recommendations Made at Initial Hearings .......:mssmssmseemsensesemmnnen 283 - 4qe 
Table H-4. 

Release and Detention Status at Initial Hearigs.....nsmssmssssnsesenennnnnen 286 - 475 
Table H-5. 

Initial Detention Hearings Held .........0m.0sssssmnnnnnnnveesesnsennnene 289 - 178 
Table H-6. 

Conditions Imposed at Initial Hearings.........m0#us#msmmmmnnsneeinenemnnneeee 292 - 4s! 


Table H-6A. 


Conditions Imposed at Initial Hearings for Defendants Released........000006-. 295 - Hr 
Table H-7 

en 298 - “FT 
Table H-8. 

Defendants With Special Conditions ......00m00musmmnnnununnninneneimmnennense 301 - 440 
Table H-9. 

Ee 304 - 443 
Table H- 10. : 

Types Of Bail Review Hearings ......ccussssssssessssemssnnneneeeseee 307 - 4% 
Table H- 11. 

ee 310 ~ Yaq 


Table H- IIA. 
Bail Violations and Action Taken by COutt ......mssssssssssssnessnunenesen 313 - Od 


Table H- 12. 
Circumstances Involved in Violations Reported ....uu:usssssseesnmuaneneee 316 - For 


Table H-13. 
EY cee ee eC ET 319- so 


U.S. District Courts—Grand and Petit Jurors 


Table |-1. 
SID TIE sccnccnsicstpitabisisnnesendnrtentaiasenniateentnininaieemeiamamennbialle 322 - Ful 
Table |-2. 
Petit Juror Service on Days Jurors Were Selected for Trial... 325 - TI 


U.S. District Courts—Federal Defender Organizations 


Table K-1. 
Summary of Representations, by District... 329 - sir 


U.S. District Courts—U.S. Magistrate Judges 


Table M-1. 
Misdemeanor Defendants Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges, 
i 34] - 970 


Table M-1A. 
Misdemeanor Petty Offense Defendants Disposed of 
by U.S. Magistrate Judges, by Nature of Offense 344- 943 
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Table M-3. 
Preliminary Proceedings Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges 
Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(A) .ousssmmmnnnrvennenenveneee 347 - 536 


Table M-4. 
Matters Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges Pursuant to 
Title 28 U.S.C. Sections 636(B) and 636(C) .....cccsssssssusumnannenennenenene 350 - 534 


Table M-4A. 
Proceedings and Cases Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges 
Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Sections 636(B) and 636(C) nnccsssssssensen 353 - 54% 


Table M-S. 
Evidentiary Proceedings Conducted by U.S. Magistrate Judges 
Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Sections 636(B) and 636(C) ..ncccccsssussssnesenen 356- S54" 


U.S. District Courts—Passports/Oaths of Allegiance 


Table P-1. 
Passport Applications Processed and Aliens 
Administered Oath of Allegiance... 359 - TUF 


U.S. District Courts—Trials 


Table T-I. 

Civil and Criminal Trials, by District ..c.0mu:mmmmnnmnnnnsnnnmnnnnnnnen 361 - 7¥0 
Table T-2. 

Length of Civil and Criminal Trials Resulting in a Verdict or Judgment, 

0 eres crcerenennneeemnncinnmmnanaeies 364 - 493 
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Other 


Table V- 1. 
Services Provided to and Received From Other District Courts socom 


Table V-2. 
Services Provided to and Received From Other Courts of Appeals ......0.000« 


Table X-1A. 
Weighted and Unweighted Filings per Authorized Judgeship .......cc:snm 


367 - >9@ 

377 - rhe 

382 -47/ 
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CASELOAD 
HIGHLIGHTS 


@ U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 


e@ Following a decline in 1994, appeals rose 4 percent. 

e Civil appeals filings grew 6 percent, primarily because of a 15 percent rise in 
prisoner petitions. 

e@ Criminal appeals filings dropped 5 percent, with the most significant decline 
occurring in drug-related appeals (which fell 605 cases). 


© U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
Civil 


e Civil filings increased 5 percent. A 13 percent increase in private cases 
involving federal question jurisdiction was chiefly responsible for this rise. 

e Federal question personal injury/product liability filings tripled to more than 
15,000. 


e Private civil rights cases grew 13 percent. 


Criminal 

e After a two-year decline, criminal case filings increased | percent. 

e The largest increase occurred in immigration filings, which went up 53 
percent. 

e The number of criminal defendants grew 3 percent. Drug crime defendants 
rose 5 percent. 


e@ Weapons and firearms filings grew 16 percent, and fraud filings rose 5 percent. 


© U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURTS 


e@ Following two years of decline, bankruptcy filings rose 5.5 percent, with in- 
creases reported in 86 of the 94 districts. 

e Nonbusiness filings grew 6 percent. Business filings declined 6 percent. 

e Chapter |3 filings rose 9 percent, and chapter 7 filings rose 5 percent. 


© PRETRIAL SERVICES 


e After a two-year decline, the number of pretrial services cases activated in- 
creased 7 percent. 
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JUDICIAL 
BUSINESS 


The purpose of this report is to provide statistical information on the business of 
the federal judiciary during fiscal year 1995, to compare the 1995 caseload to that of 
previous years, and, wherever possible, to discuss the reasons for increases or de- 
creases in the courts’ caseload in recent years. Sections of this report discuss the work 
of the appellate, district, and bankruptcy courts; the probation and pretrial services 
system; and other components of the federal judiciary. The judicial caseload indicators 
table provides an overview of the caseload trends for each major component of the 
federal courts. 

The major trend emerging from the 1995 data (see the caseload highlights section) 
is an overall increase in caseload for most programs. Appellate filings returned to the 
all-time high of 1993. Following two years of decline, bankruptcy filings rose 5.5 
percent, and criminal filings rose 1 percent. Civil filings increased 5 percent this year. 

Because of these types of increases, the caseload and associated workload of 
judges has risen significantly over the last five years. From 1991 to 1995, a period in 
which the number of authorized appellate and district judgeships did not increase, the 
following occurred: 

@ the total number of weighted civil and criminal filings per district judgeship (which 
are based on weights that account for differences in the time required for judges to 
resolve various types of civil and criminal actions) increased 16 percent; 

e the number of appeals filed per three-judge panel grew 16 percent; 

@ pending appeals rose 12 percent, and pending civil cases rose 7 percent. 

Since 1986, the disposition time for criminal cases has increased 78 percent, 
reflecting the time requirements for applying the federal sentencing guidelines as well 
as the growing number of complex, multidefendant cases, many of which involve 


drugs. 
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Judicial Caseload Indicators 
Fiscal Years 1991, 1994, and 1995 


% Change % Change 

Judicial Caseload 1991 1994 1995 Since 1991 Since 1994 
U.S. Courts of Appeals' 

Cases Filed 43,027 48,322 50,072 16.4 3.6 

Cases Terminated 41,640 49,184 49,805 19.6 1.3 

Cases Pending 33,428 37,269 37,536 12.3 0.7 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil 

Cases Filed 210,890 236,391 248,335 17.8 5.1 

Cases Terminated 220,262 228,361 229,820 43 0.6 

Cases Pending 226,234 223,759 242,274 7.1 8.3 

Criminal (Includes Transfers) 

Cases Filed 47,123 45,484 45,788 -2.8 0.7 

Defendants Filed 68,668 62,956 64,771 -5.7 2.9 

Cases Terminated 43,073 45,129 41,527 -3.6 -8.0 

Cases Pending’ 39,562 26,328 30,589 16.2 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 

Cases Filed 918,988 837,797 883,457 -3.9 5.5 

Cases Terminated 751,992 869,771 892,796 18.7 2.6 

Cases Pending 1,147,765 1,110,428 1,101,089 -4.1 -0.8 
Federal Probation System 

Persons Under Supervision’ 83,012 89,103 85,822 3.4 -3.7 

Presentence Reports 44,226 44,434 43,151 -2.4 -2.9 
Pretrial Services 

Pretrial Services Cases Activated 54,654 56,070 60,020 9.8 7.0 

Total Released on Supervision 22,185 27,507 28,671 29.2 4.2 


‘Excludes data for the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 


? Beginning in 1993, cases pending totals exclude cases in which all defendants were fugitives for more than one year. Therefore, the percent change 


since 1991 has not been calculated. 


2 The decrease in persons under supervision in 1995 resulted from a review of the probation statistical database, which identified and 


closed case records that had been coded incorrectly. 
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U.S. Courts of Appeals 


The number of appeals filed in the 12 regional courts of APPEALS FILED 


appeals in 1995 grew almost 4 percent to 50,072. This fol- 


lowed a 4 percent drop in appeals filed in 1994, which was the 


only year to show a decline since 1978. As a result of this year’s | °°r 


increase, appeals filed per three-judge panel rose from 868 to 


50,000 
899. 


Original proceedings and bankruptcy and civil appeals all 40,000 


registered increases in filings, growing 27 percent, 21 percent, 
and 6 percent, respectively. The rise in bankruptcy appeals 30,000 
stemmed from a single bankruptcy case in the Fourth Circuit. 
The growth in civil appeals was concentrated primarily in a 


prisoner petitions and employment civil rights cases, which 


91 92 93 «94 
Year Ended September 30 


GD rine: ome 
Eight courts reported higher numbers of appeals filed in benesnamestobes 


for the appeals courts appear in the B series of the appendix 
tables. 


1995. The largest increase, 30 percent, occurred in the Fourth Circuit and consisted 
primarily of prisoner petitions and of filings related to the A.H. Robbins bankruptcy 
case. The other notable increases in filings took place in the Fifth, Sixth, Ninth, and 
Eleventh Circuits, which all reported growth of approximately 4 percent. 

Overall, the number of pro se litigants (the bulk of whom submitted prisoner 
petition appeals) rose 9 percent. Pro se cases constituted 40 percent of all appeals filed 
in 1995, up from the 38 percent they accounted for last year. The numbers of prisoner 
petition appeals and employment civil rights appeals that involved pro se litigants rose 
14 and 10 percent, respectively. Supplemental Table 5-4 contains summary data on pro 
se appeals. 

The largest percentage decrease in filings occurred for criminal appeals, which 
decreased 5S percent. This decline resulted predominantly from drops in appeals 
related to drug, robbery, and fraud cases. The most significant numerical decline 
involved drug-related appeals, which fell 605 cases. The continuing drop in drug- 
related appeals appears to stem from diminishing drug crime filings in U.S. district 
courts during 1993 and 1994. 


f 
f 
' 
i) 
' 
fy 
' 
‘ 


10,000} 
both increased 15 percent. Tables | and 2 contain summary 
data on the activity of the U.S. courts of appeals. Detailed data 9 
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Table 1 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Appeals Filed, Terminated and Pending 
Fiscal Years 1991 and 1995 


Filed 
Cases 

Authorized per 
Year Judgeships Number Panel Terminated Pending 
1991 =Si(asé‘i:SC*ti“‘<‘é‘ia«ORTOCTTCCtC«iK A 33,428 
1992 167 47,013 845 44,373 35,799 
1993 167 50,224 902 47,790 38,156 
1994 167 48,322 868 49,184 37,269 * 
1995 167 50,072 899 49,805 37,536 
% Chg. 1995 
Over 1994 3.6 3.6 13 0.7 


Note: This table excludes data for the U.S. Court of repeat” for the Federal Circuit. 


“Revised. 
Table 2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Sources of Appeals 
Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995 
Percent 
Source 1994 1995 Change 
Total 48,322 50,072 3.6 
U.S. District Courts 
Criminal 10,674 10,162 -4.8 
Civil - Total 32,309 34,203 5.9 
Prisoner Petitions 13,061 14,985 14.7 
U.S. Civil 4,582 4,460 -2.7 
Private Civil 14,666 14,758 0.6 
Other Appeals 
Bankruptcy 1,382 1,667 20.6 
Administrative Agency 3,369 3,295 -2.2 
Original Proceedings 588 745 26.7 
Note: This table excludes data for the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit. 
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Administrative agency appeals, which fell 14 percent in 1994, had a smaller 


reduction this year of 2 percent. This decrease occurred mostly because of a 52 


percent decline in appeals of decisions by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 


U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 
FEDERAL CIRCUIT 


During 1995, the number of filings in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit grew 8 percent to total 1,847. This increase resulted largely from a 20 percent 
rise in appeals of decisions by the Merit System Protection Board, a 37 percent rise in 
appeals of decisions by the Patent and Trademark Office, and a 13 percent rise in 
appeals of decisions by U.S. district courts. These increases were partially offset by 
decreases in appeals of decisions by the Court of Veterans Appeals, the Board of 
Contract Appeals, and the U.S. Court of International Trade, which declined 36 
percent, 30 percent, and 23 percent, respectively. Appendix Table B-8 provides 
summary data on the activity of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 
More detailed data are available from the Office of the Clerk of the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 


U.S. District Courts CIVIL FILINGS 


CIVIL FILINGS — 
In 1995, civil filings in the U.S. district courts increased 5 r 
percent over 1994 and 18 percent over 1991. As a result, a | 7 


filings per authorized judgeship jumped from 364 in 1994 to 
383 this year, the highest total since 1989. The rise in civil 

150,000F 
filings in 1995 stemmed mostly from growth in private cases 


(i.e., those in which the U.S. government is not a party) 


pertaining to federal qu~  «:\ jurisdiction (i.e., the federal = 
courts’ interpretat::;.. . ~ application of the U.S. Constitution, 
acts of Congress _aties). Private federal question filings ate 


increased 13 percent, primarity because personal injury/ 
product liability filings tripled to more than 15,000. Most of 0 


91 92 


93 94 95 
the latter comprised breast implant cases removed from state Year Ended September 30 
courts to federal courts following the bankruptcy of the Dow G&D o1rer cm Prisoner gms ivi Rights 


Corning Company. These removals caused an 84 percent rise 
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in total civil filings in the Southern District of Texas. Summary data on civil filings in 
the U.S. district courts appear in Tables 3 and 4. 


Table 3 
U.S. District Courts 
Civil Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
Fiscal Years 1991 Through 1995 


Cases Filed 
Recovery 
and 
Cases Enforce- All 
Authorized per ment Prisoner Other Ter- 
Year Judgeship Total Judgeship Cases Petitions Cases minated Pending 
1991 649 210,890 325 11,188 42,316 157,386 220,262 226,234 
1992 649 230,509 355 16,006 48,423 166,080 231,304 225,439 
1993 649 229,850 354 4,519 53,451 171,880 226,165 218,041 
1994 649 236,391 364 2,330 57,940 176,121 228,361 223,759 * 
1995 649 248,335 383 1,822 63,550 182,963 229,820 242,274 
% Chg. 
1995 - 5.1 5 -21.8 9.7 3.9 0.6 8.3 
Over 1994 
“Revised. 


Federal question litigation also increased in civil rights filings (up 13 percent) and 
state prisoner petitions (up 9 percent). A 20 percent jump in civil rights employment 
filings was chiefly responsible for the overall rise in private civil rights filings. Five U.S. 
district courts (New York-Southern, Texas-Southern, Florida-Middle, Florida-Southern, 


and Georgia-Northern) each reported more than 100 additional private civil rights 
employment filings in 1995. Court officials in these districts reported that this growth 
in filings was spread among suits alleging sex, race, or age discrimination. The rise in 
state prisoner petitions arose from a 7 percent increase in civil rights filings. Four U.S. 
district courts (South Carolina, Virginia-Eastern, Virginia-Western, and California- 
Central) each reported more than 150 additional filings of this type in 1995. Court 
officials in these districts attributed these increases to changes affecting inmates such as 
the abolition of parole, the implementation of medical co-payments (i.e., requirements 


that inmates partially pay for their medical expenses), and interstate transfer programs. 


22 
| 


In contrast to the overall trend of increased civil filings, actions involving the 
United States as a plaintiff or defendant decreased 5 percent to 43,158 cases. U.S. 
plaintiff cases dropped || percent to 14,130 filings because of reductions in contract 
actions, real property actions, and forfeiture and penalty cases. Contract actions fell 9 
percent in 1995, primarily as a result of declines in filings involving the overpayment 
of veterans’ benefits and defaulted student loans. Real property actions decreased 9 
percent, chiefly from reductions in foreclosure filings. Forfeiture and penalty cases 
dropped 28 percent this year, partly in response to a 280-suit decline in matters 
arising from drug crime-related seizures of property. 

The number of filings with the United States as defendant fell 2 percent to 29,028 
cases. A 15 percent drop in social security cases resulted mostly from an 18 percent 
reduction in disability insurance filings. The decrease in social security cases was largely 
offset by a 16 percent increase in federal prisoner petitions, which stemmed primarily 


from a 29 percent rise in motions to vacate sentence. 


Table 4 
U.S. District Courts 
Civil Cases Filed, by Jurisdiction, 
Fiscal Years 1991 Through 1995 


U.S. Cases Private Cases 


Federal Diversity of Local 


Year Total Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 
1991 210,890 30,684 25,414 104,829 49,325 638 
1992 230,509 35,453 27,147 118,180 49,432 297 
1993 229,850 20,482 31,242 126,271 51,445 410 
1994 236,391 15,805 29,605 135,853 54,886 242 
1995 248,335 14,130 29,028 153,489 51,448 240 

% Chg. 1995 

Over 1994 5.1 -10.6 -1.9 13.0 -6.3 -0.6 


Diversity of citizenship filings declined 6 percent in 1995. The major reason for 
this drop is a 30 percent reduction in personal injury/product liability cases (mostly in 
breast implant filings in the Northern District of Texas). 


23 


DIA 


24 


914 


In 1995, civil terminations rose | percent to 229,820 because of an 8 percent 
increase in federal question litigation terminations (mostly in prisoner petitions involv- 
ing civil rights). The median time interval from filing to disposition for civil cases 
remained the same as in 1994 at 8 months. 

Civil cases pending in 1995 grew 8 percent to 242,274, mostly because of in- 
creases in pending caseloads in the Southern District of Texas and in the Northern 
District of Alabama (for both districts the increases consisted largely of breast implant 
cases) and in the Middle District of Louisiana (for this district the increase consisted 
largely of personal injury/product liability cases related to oil explosions in Louisiana). 


The C series of appendix tables provides detailed information on civil matters. 


Arbitration Cases 

Public Law 100-702 created the court-annexed arbitration program in May 1989 
as a means of settling civil disputes without resorting to trial. Under this program, a 
court can refer a case to arbitration if both parties consent (i.e., voluntary arbitration), 
or a court can require arbitration in a case in which the money damages sought are 
$150,000 or less (i.e., mandatory arbitration). In arbitration, the litigants present their 
case to an outside neutral party or a panel of neutral parties, who will give the litigants 
an opinion of the likely outcome at trial. The decision of the arbitrator(s) is not bind- 
ing; the parties can file for a trial within 30 days after the ruling, after which the case is 
treated as if it never went through arbitration. The following district courts were the 
first ones authorized to use mandatory and voluntary arbitration: California-Northern; 
Florida-Middle; Michigan-Western; New Jersey; New York-Eastern; North Carolina- 
Middle; Oklahoma-Western; Pennsylvania-Eastern; Missouri-Western; and Texas- 
Western. The Judicial Conference later authorized 10 additional districts to use arbitra- 
tion, but limited these districts to voluntary arbitration. 

During 1995, the sixth year of 
reporting, 4,182 cases were referred 
to arbitration in the 10 original 
participating districts, a 10 percent 
decrease (down 490 cases) over 
1994. In 1995, these cases repre- 
sented 10 percent of the total civil 
filings (42,244) in these courts, down 
slightly from the 11 percent they 


accounted for last year. The Eastern District of Pennsylvania reported that, of 8,500 
civil cases filed in that court in 1995, a total of 1,380 cases (16 percent) were referred 
to arbitration (since 1991, this court has made the greatest use of court-referred arbitra- 
tion). Of the 10 original arbitration courts, 3 reported decreases in arbitration referrals, 
5 reported increases, and 2 did not report any arbitration activity in 1995. Court 
officials attribute the overall decline in arbitration cases to the full implementation of 
expense and delay reduction plans under the Civil Justice Reform Act, which in part 
authorizes arbitration courts to use other means of alternative dispute resolution. For 
example, officials of both the Western District of Michigan and the Western District of 
Missouri (neither of which reported arbitration filings in 1995) indicate that these 
courts have begun making extensive use of federal mediation procedures to settle 
cases that otherwise would be referred to arbitration. Mediation, like arbitration, 
involves litigants’ meeting with outside neutral parties (often subject matter experts) for 
discussion, but differs from arbitration in that it places a much greater emphasis on 
reaching a settlement rather than on providing an opinion of the likely outcome at 
trial. 

Consistent with the past two years, the cases that the original 10 courts referred to 
arbitration in 1995 were primarily personal injury suits (mcstly motor vehicle cases), 
contract actions, labor suits, and civil rights actions. Supplemental Table S- 12 summaz- 
rizes the cases filed in 1994 and 1995 in the 10 districts authorized to use both volun- 


tary and mandatory arbitration. 


CRIMINAL FILINGS 


Following two years of reductions, criminal case filings increased | percent to 
45,788 in 1995. Of greater significance, the number of defendants grew 3 percent 
from 62,956 in 1994 to 64,771 in 1995. The stability in the total number of cases 
does not give a complete picture of the 1995 filings, however, because substantial 
increases in immigration, fraud, and weapons and firearms filings were largely offset by 
a 1,865 drop in misdemeanor traffic filings. This decline mostly resulted from a 73 
percent reduction in traffic filings in the District of Hawaii follov ing a change in 
enforcement policies in and around Hawaiian military bases. 

The numbers of criminal cases terminated and criminal defendants terminated 
both fell 8 percent. Because filings outnumbered terminations, the number of pending 
cases increased 16 percent, and the number of pending defendants increased 19 


percent. The increase in pending cases is consistent with the increasing complexity of 


25 
ald 


26 


Table 5 
U.S. District Courts 
Criminal Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 


(Includes transfers) 
Fiscal Years 1991 Through 1995 
Filed 
Authorized Cases per 

Year Judgeships Total Judgeship Drugs* Terminated Pending’ 
1991 649 47,123 73 11,954 43,073 39,562 
1992 649 48,366 75 12,833 44,147 34,078 
1993 649 46,786 72 12,239 44,800 28,701 
1994°** 649 45,484 70 11,362 45,129 26,328 
1995 649 45,788 71 11,520 41,527 30,589 
% Chg. 1995 

Over 1994 . 0.7 1.4 1.4 -8.0 16.2 


“Excludes transfers. 

** Beginning in 1993, pending totals exclude cases in which all defendants were fugitives for more than one 
year. 

***Data for cases have been revised. 


criminal filings, many of which involve multiple defendants. Table 5 provides a five- 
year summary of criminal cases filed, terminated, and pending. 

Immigration, fraud, weapons and firearms, and drug crime filings formed the bulk 
of the national criminal caseload. Drug crime cases accounted for 26 percent of 
criminal filings in 1995. Fraud cases constituted 16 percent of criminal filings, immigra- 
tion cases constituted 9 percent, and weapons and firearms cases constituted 8 per- 
cent. 

This year’s 53 percent jump in immigration filings (up 1,364 cases) was the biggest 
increase for all types of criminal matters, and raised this category's contribution to the 
national criminal filings from 6 percent in 1994 to 9 percent this year. This growth 
reflects the results of Operation Gatekeeper, a comprehensive, coordinated border 
enforcement program initiated by the Department of Justice (DOJ) along the nation’s 
southwestern border. The Southern District of California again led the nation in 
immigration filings; it had 26 percent of immigration cases nationwide, a significant 
increase over the 16 percent it registered last year. This district's immigration filings 
more than doubled from 424 in 1994 to 1,033 in 1995. 

After a two-year decline, weapons and firearms prosecutions increased 16 percent 
(507 cases). Part of this growth may be attributed to the DO]’s Anti-Violent Crime 


Initiative, which includes Operation Triggerlock, a program that CRIMINAL 
encourages U.S. attorneys to coordinate with state and local | FILINGS 
officials in prosecuting violent criminals and firearms offenders 


under federal statutes (which often provide for lengthier terms of — 
imprisonment than do state laws). The Anti-Violent Crime | 
Initiative also may account for a 51 percent rise in homicide — | | 
cases from 195 in 1994 to 295 in 1995, and a 47 percent rise in 
juvenile delinquency proceedings from 60 to 88. = 
Fraud cases, which fell last year after two years of growth, 
increased this year by 5 percent (317 cases). This growth may a 
have resulted from the DO]’s increased prosecution of health 
care fraud cases. | = 
Drug crime filings remained stable, rising | percent (up 158 4 
cases), but drug crime defendants increased 5 percent (up 1,021) -~ : - : 93 , 94 : 95 
to 22,926 in 1995. Thus, multidefendant drug crime cases Vear Ended September 30 


contributed to the increase in the total number of defendants. | ED mre: Corres J Org Law 
This pattern is consistent with a DO] policy that places greater a ee 
priority on prosecuting complex, multidefendant drug crime cases. 

The D series of the appendix tables contains detailed data on the criminal 


caseload by district. 


Criminal Case Disposition Times 

Case disposition time is the period that elapses between the filing of a case and its 
disposition. In 1995, the median disposition time for criminal defendants was 5.7 
months, up from the last two years’ median time of 5.4 months. The median disposi- 
tion time has risen steadily during the past 10 years (in 1986 it was 3.2 months). 

One principal reason for this growth is the application of the federal sentencing 
guidelines established in the late 1980s, which require additional time between 
conviction and sentencing for disclosing the presentence report and addressing any 
objections to this report. A 1994 revision to the Rules of Criminal Procedure added 
new procedures and extended the deadlines for disclosing the presentence report. 

Another reason for the longer median disposition time is the increase in felony 
defendants, especially drug crime defendants, which has contributed to the growing 
complexity of criminal cases before the federal courts. Drug crime cases typically have 
multiple defendants, and multidefendant cases generally are more complex and thus 
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take longer to resolve than cases involving lone defendants. An Administrative Office 
study showed that from 1972 to 1992, multidefendant cases increased 70 percent, and 
a Federal Judicial Center study found that multidefendant cases required 95 percent 
more time from judges per defendant than did single-defendant cases. In 1995, the 
median disposition time for drug crime defendants was 78 months, which is 37 
percent greater than the median disposition time for all criminal defendants. 

Interrelationships among some drug crime cases also may contribute to these 
cases’ longer length. For example, a defendant engaged in a plea bargain may be 
required to testify against a defendant in another case. Until this testimony is assured, 
U.S. attorneys will continue the case of the defendant who entered into the plea 
bargain. The scheduling complexity induced by these circumstances can lead to further 
delays. 

Appendix Table D-6 displays median time intervals from filing to disposition for 
criminal defendants. 


SAVINGS AND LOAN CASELOAD 


Beginning seven years ago, large numbers of financial institutions throughout the 
country failed, leading to criminal, civil, and bankruptcy cases in federal courts. This 
year's data on savings and loan (S&L) cases suggest that S&L filings nationwide peaked 
in 1992. In 1995, S&L filings of all types dropped. S&L cases thus had a limited impact 
on the federal courts’ caseload. 


S&L Civil/Bankruptcy Filings 


During the past year, major S&L civil and bankruptcy filings (i.e., those involving 
$1 million or more) in the federal courts decreased 73 percent to 1,452, nearly 4,000 
fewer than were filed in 1994. Of these 
filings, 53 percent were litigation matters, 
43 percent were bankruptcy matters, and 
4 percent were appeals matters. As in 
1994, this year filings declined in all three 
areas, with litigation matters falling 79 


percent, bankruptcies falling 57 percent, 
and appeals matters falling 83 percent. 


Officials from the former Resolution Trust 
Corporation have predicted a continued 


downward trend in future S&L major filings and do not expect filings to approach the 
peak levels of 1991 and 1992. In 1995, most major S&L filings occurred in California- 
Central (193 cases), the District of Columbia (148 cases), and California-Northern (62 
cases). 


S&L Criminal Filings 


In 1995, US. attorneys reported activity on 114 major S&L cases, a 45 percent 
drop from the 208 cases acted on in 1994. Such activity includes cases filed this year 
but not yet terminated, and cases terminated in 1995 that were filed in earlier years. 
U.S. attorneys terminate cases when defendants are convicted but not yet sentenced, 
or when defendants are sentenced. New filings for 1995 totalled 50 cases, a 50 
percent reduction from the 100 cases filed in 1994. Defendants were sentenced in 89 
cases, a 39 percent decline from 1994. 


TRIALS COMPLETED 


Trials include proceedings resulting in verdicts by juries or in final judgments by 
the courts, as well as other contested hearings at which evidence is presented. During 
1995, US. district court judges completed 17,816 trials, a decrease of 5 percent over 
last year. Declines in all types of civil and criminal trials were responsible for the 
overall drop in trials. (Note: The total for completed trials for 1994 was revised up- 
ward after the Administrative Office reviewed the trials statistical database and cor- 
rected records for trials that actually had been completed last year but previously had 
not been coded as such.) 

A 7 percent reduction in total civil trials accounted for most of the decline in total 
trials. In 1995, civil nonjury trials fell 6 percent, and civil jury trials fell 9 percent. Sixty- 
one districts reported decreases in total civil trials completed in 1995, of which 19 
districts reported declines of 40 or more. Court officials attribute these declines to the 
more extensive use of alternative dispute resolution programs and to the implementa- 
tion of Civil Justice Reform Act expense and delay reduction plan measures, which 
have caused more cases to be settled before trial. 

Criminal trials also decreased in 1995, dropping 2 percent to 7,421. Both jury and 
nonjury criminal trials fell 2 percent compared to last year. 

Many other judicial proceedings besides trials contribute significantly to the 
workload of federal judges. Appendix Table C-4 shows that judges terminated 
185,324 civil cases before or during pretrial proceedings. Judges accepted pleas from 
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43,103 felony defendants and presided at probation and supervised release revwca- 
tion hearings. 

Appendix Table C-8 shows the lengths of all trials completed by district judges 
during 1995. Counting hearings on contested motions, restraining orders, and prelimi- 
nary injunctions (which are included in this table's figures), 44 percent of all trials were 
completed in a single day—virtually the same rate achieved for the past three years. 
This year, 27 percent of all trials lasted four days or longer, consistent with the percent- 
ages for 1993 and 1994. Appendix Tables C-7, C-9, T-1, and T-2 provide additional 


data on civil and criminal trials. 


WEIGHTED FILINGS PER AUTHORIZED 
JUDGESHIP 


Since 1946, the federal judiciary has applied weights to filings as a means of 
accounting for differences in the time required for judges to resolve various types of 
civil and criminal actions. In 1993, the Federal Judicial Center (FJC) developed a new 
system that uses the same scale derived from the FJC’s federal district court time study 

of 1979, but assigns weights to criminal cases on a per- 


defendant basis rather than on a per-case basis. Moreover, 


the new system assigns weights only when cases are first filed 
in district courts. Thus, data on reopens, remands, appeals 
from magistrate judges’ judgments, and multidistrict litigation 
are not included among the totals for weighted and 
unweighted filings. Average cases each receive a weight of 
approximately 1.0; more complex types of cases receive 
higher weights (e.g., a death penalty habeas corpus case is 
assigned a weight of 5.99); and cases that demand relatively 
little time from judges receive lower weights (e.g., a defaulted 


student loan case is assigned a weight of 0.031). Details 
about the new methodology for weighted filings can be obtained from the FJC. 
Appendix Table X-!A provides, by district, weighted and unweighted filings per 
authorized judgeship in 1995. 
In 1995, the total number of weighted filings (ie., the sum of all weights assigned 
to cases and defendants) per judgeship was 448, after totalling 419 for each of the 
previous two years. The total number of unweighted filings (i.e., the raw number of 


cases and defendants in categories that receive weights) per judgeship rose 7 percent 


to 444 after two years with totals of 416. In 1995, the total number of weighted 
criminal felony defendants per judgeship remained relatively stable at 128. This was 
much higher than the 80 unweighted felony defendants per judgeship recorded this 
year. For 1995, the total number of weighted civil filings was 320, an increase of 24 
over last year. Unweighted civil filings also were higher at 364, an increase of 22 over 
1994. 

This year’s totals for both civil and criminal felony weighted filings per judgeship 
reflect the respective rises of 5 and 7 percent in civil filings and criminal felony defen- 
dants nationwide. Over the past three years, as reflected by the weighting system, the 
typical criminal action has made more demands on a judge's time than has the average 
civil matter. Criminal cases generally consume more time because they require more 
attention from judges and are more likely to go to trial. Weighted criminal filings were 
higher than unweighted criminal filings in all of the 91 district courts whose filings 
receive weights (weights are not assigned to civil cases and criminal defendants in the 
Virgin Islands, Guam, and the Northern Mariana Islands). Especially large gaps be- 
tween weighted and unweighted criminal filings per judgeship occurred in North 
Carolina-Western (456 versus 267), Alabama-Southern (270 versus 156), and Florida- 
Southern (252 versus 149). These differences primarily resulted from these districts’ 
handling large numbers of drug crime cases that were assigned high weights. 

Districts whose totals for weighted civil filings per judgeship were significantly 
lower than their totals for unweighted civil filings include Ohio-Northern (328 versus 
673), which reported large increases in personal injury filings related to asbestos; 
Louisiana-Middle (1146 versus 1430), which saw a jump in personal injury filings 
related to oil explosions; and Virginia-Western (334 versus 515), which experienced a 


significant rise in prisoner petitions. 


Judicial Panel on Multidistrict 
Litigation 


The Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation acted on 13,356 civil actions pursuant 
to 28 U.S.C. Section 1407 during the 12-month period ending September 30, 1995. 
The panel transferred 12,768 cases originally filed in 92 district courts to 33 transferee 
districts for inclusion in coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings. The panel 
declined to transfer 84 actions. Asbestos and breast implant litigation was included 


among the panel's significant determinations. 
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Since the panel's creation in 1968, the panel has centralized 92,562 civil actions 
for pretrial proceedings. A total of 3,508 actions have been remanded for trial, 279 
have been reassigned within the transferee districts, and 35,441 have been terminated 
in the transferee courts. On September 30, 1995, a total of 53,334 actions were 
pending throughout 41 transferee district courts. 

Supplemental Tables S-21 and S-22 provide data on the number of cases trans- 
ferred since the panel was created, and on the flow of cases into and out of the 
districts this year and since 1968. The Clerk's Office of the Judicial Panel on 
Multidistrict Litigation maintains all statistical information on multidistrict litigation in 
the federal courts. Information on specific cases or districts may be obtained from that 


office. 


Criminal Justice Act 


This year, 78,712 appointments of counsel took place under the Criminal Justice 
Act (CJA), a decrease of 5 percent over 1994. The CJA provides funding for the 
representation of individuals with limited financial resources in federal criminal pro- 
ceedings. Each district has a plan for providing such representation either by private 
panel attorneys or by federal public or community defender offices. 

In 1995, representations by federal defenders outnumbered those by private panel 
attorneys. Representations by the 61 public or traditional community defender organi- 
zations (including representations in appeals, habeas corpus, revocation, and criminal 
matters) rose 4 percent to 43,654; appointments of private attorneys decreased 14 
percent to 35,038. Representations in drug crime cases accounted for 16 percent of 
the workload of federal defenders. 

Supplemental Table S-23 summarizes federal defender appointments under the 
CJA for the past five years. Appendix Table K-1 presents information on the represen- 


tations each federal public and community defender organization provided during 
1995. 


U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 


After two years of decline, filings in the U.S. bankruptcy courts increased 5.5 
percent to 883,457 in 1995. Prior to 1993, bankruptcy filings had increased each year 
for eight years. This year’s growth in bankruptcy filings likely is linked to the rise in 
debt as a percentage of personal income. The Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1994, which 


increased the eligibility limits for filing under chapter 13 from BANKRUPTCY 
$100,000 to $250,000 for unsecured debt and from FILINGS 
$350,000 to $750,000 for secured debt, may have played a 
role in the 9 percent increase in chapter 13 filings. Tables 6 


and 7 contain national data on bankruptcy cases. Detailed ~ 
data on filings, terminations, and pending bankruptcy cases | | 
by district appear in Appendix Tables F and F-2. 

Among the 94 districts, filings increased in all but 8 
districts during 1995. The largest numerical increases oc- 
curred in New Jersey (up 2,831 cases), Virginia-Eastern (up 
1,746 cases), and Washington-Western (up 1,715 cases). The 


greatest declines in filings were reported by California- 


Central (down 4,648 cases) and Arizona (down 953 cases), 
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which each had 6 percent drops. 9 92 9 94 95 
Year Ended September 30 


The rise in bankruptcy filings in 1995 primarily consisted 
GD Crater? FH A101 


of increases in chapter 7 and 13 cases, which grew Sand9 = '|——— 
percent, respectively. Under chapter 7, which accounts for more than 68 percent of all 
bankruptcy filings, individuals or businesses are allowed to keep certain exempt 


property while their remaining property is sold to repay creditors. Under chapter 13, 


Table 6 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 
Bankruptcy Code Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
Fiscal Years 1991 Through 1995 


Filed 

Year Total Nonbusiness Business § Terminated Pending 
1991 918,988 845,469 73,519 751,992 1,147,765 
1992 977,478 905,753 71,725 900,719 1,220,102 
1993 897,231 832,374 64,857 958,408 1,152,824 
1994 837,797 783,372 54,425 869,771 1,110,428 * 
1995 883,457 832,415 51,042 892,796 1,101,089 
% Chg. 1995 

Over 1994 5.5 6.3 6.2 2.6 0.8 


Note: Bankruptcy Act case data are available separately. 
“Revised. 


Table 7 


U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 


Filings by Chapter of the Bankruptcy Code 
Fiscal Years 1991 Through 1995 


Chapter 

Year Total 7 11 12 13 Other 
1991 918,988 638,504 23,508 1460 255,484 32 
1992 977,478 684,866 23,312 1,625 267,631 44 
1993 897,231 621,071 20,111 1,355 254,667 27 
1994 837,797 571,971 15,920 931 248,942 33 
1995 883,457 598,250 12,639 883 271,650 35 
% Chg. 1995 

Over 1994 5.5 4.6 -20.6 -5.2 9.1 6.1 


which accounts for 31 percent of all bankruptcy filings, creditors may be repaid, in full 
or in part, in installments over a three- to five-year period. 
Filings under chapters 11 and 12, which are primarily business related, continued 


to decline in 1995. Under chapter 11, which allows a business to remain in operation 


while devising a plan to repay its creditors, filings fell 21 percent. Under chapter 12, 
which addresses the needs of financially distressed family farmers, filings dropped 5 
percent. Filings under chapters 11 and 12 combined accounted for less than 2 percent 
of all bankruptcy filings. 

Overall, nonbusiness filings rose 6 percent in 1995 after falling 6 percent in 1994. 
The rate of decline for business filings slowed to a 6 percent drop in 1995, compared 
to a 16 percent drop in 1994 and a 10 percent drop in 1993. 

Terminations of bankruptcy petitions rose 3 percent. Because terminations slightly 
outnumbered new filings, the number of pending cases remained relatively stable, 
falling less than | percent. On September 30, 1995, a total of 1,101,089 bankruptcies 
were pending. 

Adversary proceedings emanate from bankruptcy cases and include actions to 
object to or to revoke discharges, actions to obtain injunctions or other equitable relief, 


and actions to determine the dischargeability of debts. Mirroring the increase in bank- 
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ruptcy petitions, filings of adversary proceedings grew 4 percent this year to a total of 


68,718 cases. Data on adversary proceedings by district appear in Appendix Table F-8. 


U.S. Magistrate Judges 


Magistrate judges are authorized by statute to perform a variety of judicial duties 
as assigned by the district courts, including trying civil and misdemeanor cases with the 
parties consent, conducting preliminary hearings, and entering rulings or recom- 
mended dispositions on pretrial motions. Spurred by the Civil Justice Reform Act of 
1990, expanding caseloads, and tightening fiscal constraints, courts continue to find 
new, innovative ways to use magistrate judges. Supplemental Table S-19 summarizes 
the workload of magistrate judges. 

Magistrate judges terminated 8,967 civil cases with the parties’ consent in 1995, a 
14 percent increase over 1994. This rise is consistent with efforts by a growing number 
of courts to encourage the consensual use of magistrate judges for civil case disposi- 
tion. Such efforts include educating the bar and adding magistrate judges to the 
random “draw” system for assigning civil cases. Magistrate judges conducted trials in 11 
percent fewer civil consent cases in 1995 than in 1994, and conducted 3 percent 
more pretrial conferences, including settlement conferences. 

Courts have relied increasingly on magistrate judge assistance in felony cases. In 
1995, magistrate judges conducted 5 percent more felony preliminary proceedings 
and completed 2 percent more felony pretrial matters than in 1994. During the same 
period, the number of misdemeanor defendants disposed of by magistrate judges 
declined 17 percent. The M series of the appendix tables contains additional data on 
magistrate judges’ workload for 1995. 


Probation/Pretrial Services 


On September 30, 1995, the total number of persons under supervision was 
85,822. Although this was 4 percent less than the number reported on September 30, 
1994, the decline resulted primarily from corrections to the agency's statistical data- 
base. The Administrative Office and the U.S. probation offices completed a review of 
the probation statistical database and identified and closed case records that had been 
incorrectly coded. With these adjustments taken into account, the number of persons 


under supervision over the last few years remained relatively stable. 
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Table 8 
Persons Under Supervision of the Federal Probation System 
Fiscal Years 1991 Through 1995 


Received Removed 
Total Less TotalLess Persons Under 

Year Total Transfers Total Transfers Supervision‘ 
1991 47,720 40,779 44,640 36,768 83,012 
1992 49,102 41,392 47,332 39,385 85,920 
1993 48,722 41,275 48,032 40,568 86,823 
1994 46,273 39,820 44,864 38,231 89,103 
1995 45,163 38,745 45,041 38,879 85,822 
% Chg. 1995 
Over 1994 -2.4 -2.7 0.4 1.7 -3.7 


“The decrease in persons under supervision in 1995 resulted from a review of the probation 
Statistical data base, which identifed and closed case records that had been coded incorrectly. 


Persons serving terms of supervised release following prison terms constituted 46 


percent of all persons under supervision during 1995. Probation imposed by district 


court judges accounted for 32 percent of the population under supervision; probation 
imposed by magistrate judges accounted for 10 percent; parole accounted for 7 
percent; and mandatory release, military parole, and special parole accounted for 6 
percent. 

The number of persons received for supervision (including transfers) fell 2 percent 
in 1995 to 45,163. However, persons received under terms of supervised release 
following prison terms continued to increase, rising 9 percent over last year. The 
growth in persons serving terms of supervised release can be attributed to provisions of 
the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984, which abolished parole, established sentencing 
guidelines, and provided that released prisoners usually serve a term of supervised 
release. As defendants sentenced under the guidelines make up more of the prison 
population, the number of persons leaving prison on terms of supervised release 
should continue to grow. Detailed probation data appear in Table 8 and in the E series 


of the appendix tables. 
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Investigative Reports 

Probation offices prepared 169,113 investigative reports in 1995, down 6 percent 
from last year. Much of this year’s decrease can be attributed to a 40 percent decline 
in the number of supervision reports of offenders’ performance under supervision that 
probation officers prepared and submitted to the courts, to the U.S. Parole Commis- 
sion, or to the military. This decline stems primarily from the reduction in parole cases 
under supervision. In addition, the recent increase in violations by persons under 
supervision is believed to be partly responsible for the drop in supervision reports by 
probation officers, because probation officers do not write supervision reports for 


persons who have committed violations. The number of violation reports rose !1 


Table 9 
Investigative Reports by Probation Officers 
Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995 


Percent 
Type of Investigation 1994 1995 Change 
Total 179,956 169,113 -6.0 
Presentence Report 44,434 43,151 -2.9 
Collateral for Another District 32,663 33,293 1.9 
Postsentence for Institution 1,729 2,217 28.2 
Pretransfer (Probation and Parole) 7,607 7,026 -7.6 
Alleged Violation (Probation and Parole) 24,014 26,629 10.9 
Pre-Release for a Federal 
Military Institution 13,677 15,425 12.8 


Special Regarding a 
Prisoner in Confinement 9,594 7,850 -18.2 


Furlough and Work-Release 
Report for Bureau of 


Prisons Institutions 7,437 9,573 28.7 
Supervision Report 36,823 22,105 -40.0 
Parole Revocation 1,978 1,844 -6.8 
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percent in 1995. Table 9 contains summary data on investigative reports filed in 1994 
and 1995. 


PRETRIAL SERVICES DEFENDANTS 


In 1995, a total of 60,020 pretrial services defendants were activated. This is an 
increase of 3,950 defendants (up 7 percent) over 1994. Ir:-r..,.cation, fraud, and drug 
crime defendants were primarily responsible for this growt.. -efendants whose cases 
were initiated as a result of indictment or information increased 12 percent, a rise of 
2,946 defendants. Other significant increases occurred for material witnesses (up 61 
percent) and superseding indictments (up 63 percent), although these categories 
accounted for only | percent and 2 percent of all defendants, respectively. Table 10 
provides caseload indicators for this year. 

The primary function of pretrial services officers (PSOs) is to prepare reports 
providing the courts with information used to determine whether to release or detain 


defendants and to establish appropriate conditions for released defendants. The courts 


Table 10 
Summary of Pretrial Cases 
Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995 


Percent 

1994 1995 Change 

Pretrial Cases Activated 56,070 60,020 7.0 

Pretrial Diversion Cases Activated 2,273 1,933 -15.0 

Released on Supervision 27,507 28,671 4.2 

Type of Report 

Prebail 47,707 
Postbail 4,759 
Other 1,349 
No Report 2,255 
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must impose the least restrictive conditions of release that offer reasonable assurance 
that defendants will honor future court commitments and will not pose a danger to 
community safety. PSOs provide reports to the courts for any hearings in which 
pretrial release is at issue, including hearings held upon conviction or sentence. 

PSOs also supervise persons released into their custody. The supervision function 
includes helping persons under supervision comply with the conditions of their re- 
lease, monitoring such compliance, providing necessary support services, and inform- 
ing the courts and U.S. attorneys of all apparent violations of release conditions. 

PSOs use two special conditions of supervision, house arrest and electronic 
monitoring, which are less expensive than detention. A defendant in the house arrest 
program must remain in his or her residence between specified hours. To assure that 
confinement is maintained, some defendants are required to wear ankle bracelets that 
are electronically monitored by a monitoring center. If a defendant violates a condition 
of confinement, the center automatically detects the violation and notifies the supervis- 
ing officer. In 1995, a total of 1,279 defendants were placed under house arrest. This 
was a 57 percent increase over last year, but these defendants constituted only 2 
percent of the total number of active defendants. Likewise, the number of defendants 
placed in electronic monitoring programs rose 37 percent to 2,045, but these defen- 
dants constituted only 3 percent of the total number of active defendants. 

Pretrial diversion is another program intended to preserve prosecutorial and 
judicial resources for serious criminal matters. Diversion consists of a period of supervi- 
sion proposed by a U.S. attorney and agreed to by a defendant as an alternative to the 
prosecution of criminal charges in federal court. This year, 1,933 defendants were 
placed in the pretrial diversion program, a decline of 15 percent. The program ac- 
counted for 3 percent of active defendants, the lowest percentage since 1987, when 
the Administrative Office started publishing these data. Pretrial services statistics appear 
in the H series of the appendix tables. 


SUBSTANCE ABUSE IDENTIFICATION AND 
TREATMENT SERVICES 


Federal offenders may receive substance abuse treatment services either from local 
service providers under contract with probation offices or directly from probation 
offices that can provide these services. In 1995, the percentage of offenders receiving 


contract services for both drug and alcohol dependency remained at 53 percent. Fifty- 


seven percent of the drug-dependent clients and 38 percent of the alcohol-dependent 
clients received services from providers under contract. 

Supplemental Table S-16 shows that the number of alcohol- and drug-dependent 
offenders fell 18 percent in 1995 to 21,963. The number of drug-dependent offenders 
declined 17 percent to 18,240; the number of alcohol-dependent offenders declined 
25 percent to 3,723, the first decrease in this category since 1988. However, these 
reductions can be attributed largely to a clarification of the definition of substance 
abuse treatment, which the Administrative Office issued in a memorandum to all 
probation offices during the first quarter of fiscal year 1995. Previously, some offenders 
who had undergone only substance abuse testing were counted incorrectly as persons 
who had received substance abuse treatment. Beginning November 1994, such 
persons were not to be included in the total number of persons who received sub- 
stance abuse treatment. This change resulted in the elimination of approximately 
4,000 offenders from this year’s total who otherwise would have been included. 


Complaints Against Judicial Officers 


Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372(c), any person alleging that a circuit 
judge, a district judge, a bankruptcy judge, or a magistrate judge has engaged in 
conduct prejudicial to the effective and expeditious administration of the business of 
the courts, or alleging that such an officer cannot discharge all the duties of the office 
because of physical or mental disability, may file a complaint with the clerk of the 
court of appeals for that circuit or for the applicable national court. The number of 
judicial complaints filed in 1995 totaled 522, a 13 percent increase from the previous 
year. Table 11 summarizes judicial complaints activity from 1993 through 1995. 

A single complaint may involve multiple allegations against numerous judicial 
officers. This year, the allegations cited most often were 
prejudice and/or bias and abuse of judicial power. Almost 
one-half of all complaints filed originated in the Second, 
Ninth, Tenth, and Eleventh Circuits. In 1995, no complaints 
were filed against judicial officers in the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Federal Circuit, the U.S. Court of Federal 
Claims, or the U.S. Court of International Trade. 


This year, 512 complaints were terminated, up 32 
percent from 1994. Chief judges terminated 373 of the 
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Table 11 
Judicial Complaints Filed, Concluded, and Pending 


Percent Change 
sare 1993 1994* 1995 1995 over 1994 (1) 
Filed 430 464 522 12.5 
Concluded 399 388 512 32 
By Chief Judges 277 «245 —Ss«3:73 52.2 
Dismissed 272 4241 #360 49.4 
Corrective Action Taken 4 3 11 
Withdrawn 1 1 2 
By Judicial Councils 122 143 139 “2.8 
After Review of Chief Judge's 
Dismissal(2) 
Dismissal 120 138 0=—s«138 0.0 
Action Taken 1 4 1 
Referred to Judicial Conference 
After Referral by Investigative 
Committee 
Dismissed . 1 
Action Taken . 
Referred to Judicial Conference 1 : : . 
Pending 157 233 243 4.3 
“Revised 


(1) Percent not calculated for fewer than 10 cases. 
(2) Petition for review of a chief judge's dismissal! of a complaint. 


judicial complaints concluded in 1995. Fifty-nine percent of the complaints terminated 
by chief judges were found to be outside the jurisdiction of Title 28 U.S.C. Section 
372(c) because they were directly related to the merits of the decisions or procedural 
rulings rendered by the judges named in the complaints. Judicial councils terminated 
the remaining 139 complaints, of which all but one were dismissed without any action 
taken. 

Despite the substantial rise in terminations, the number of pending judicial com- 
plaints rose 4 percent as filings outnumbered terminations for the fourth year. Of the 
243 complaints pending on September 30, 1995, a total of 30 percent (74) were 
pending in the Third Circuit. 

In 1995, a judicial complaint originating in the Ninth Circuit was directed to the 
Judicial Conference Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct and Disability 
Orders pursuant to Section 372(c)(10). Previously, the Ninth Circuit Council had 


dismissed the complaint in part, ordered corrective action, and ordered other appropri- 
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ate disciplinary action (which was not specified). As of September 30, 1995, the 
Judicial Conference Committee had not yet ruled on this matter. 


Status of Article III Judgeships 


On September 30, 1995, a total of 11 vacancies existed among the 179 judge- 
ships authorized for the U.S. courts of appeals. One of these vacancies was in a new 
position created on December |, 1990, by the Federal Judgeship Act of 1990. That 
position, as well two other positions, met the criteria for a judicial emergency, which is 
defined as a vacancy that has existed for more than 18 months. Table 12 provides 


information on the status of judgeship positions since 1991. 


Table 12 
Status of Judgeship Positions 
1991 Through 1995(1) 
U.S. Courts of Appeals (2) «YS. District Courts 
Authorized Senior Authorized Senior 
Year Judgeships Vacancies Judges (3) Judgeships Vacancies Judges (4) 
1991 179 24 66 649 112 204 
1992 179 17 73 649 84 224 
1993 179 20 75 649 107 242 
1994 179 18 81° 649 60 292 
1995 179 11 81 649 46 255 


* Revised 

(1) For years 1991 through 1992, data are as of June 30. Data for 1993, 1994, and 1995 are as of September 30. 
(2) Positions in the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit are included. 

(3) Sitting senior judges who participated in appeals dispositions. 

(4) Senior judges with staff. 


On September 30, 1995, in the U.S. district courts, 46 vacancies existed among 
the 649 positions authorized. Thirteen of the vacancies had existed for at least 18 
months and thus constituted judicial emergencies. Of these judicial emergencies, three 
involved new positions created by the Federal Judgeship Act of 1990. 

In addition to active judges, 81 senior appeals judges and 255 senior district judges 
were providing service to the judiciary on September 30, 1995. 


Status of Bankruptcy 
Judge Appointments 


On September 30, 1995, a total of 326 bankruptcy judgeships were authorized 
and funded. Of that number, 315 bankruptcy judgeship positions were filled and || 
were vacant. In addition to the 315 filled judgeship positions, 23 recalled bankruptcy 
judges were providing service to the judiciary on September 30, 1995. At its Septem- 
ber 1995 meeting, the Judicial Conference of the United States requested authoriza- 
tion for 11 additional bankruptcy judgeships, 6 of which would be temporary posi- 
tions. Table 13 summarizes the status of bankruptcy judgeship positions through 1995. 


Table 13 
Status of Bankruptcy Judgeship Positions 


Authorized Recalled 
Year Judgeships Vacancies Judges 
4901 —it*«é me YE «a 
1992 291 4 12 
1993 326 2 12 
1994 326 12 22 
1995 326 11 23 


Backgrounds and Qualifications 
of Magistrate Judges 


In 1995, a total of 74 full-time magistrate judges were appointed, 35 of them by 
reappointment. Of the 39 new full-time appointments, 17 were for new positions. 
During the same period, 30 individuals were appointed to part-time magistrate judge 
positions, 23 of them by reappointment. All 7 new part-time appointees replaced 
outgoing judges in already-established positions. 

In 1995, the average age of the new appointees to full-time magistrate judge 
positions was 46 years; the average age of the new appointees to part-time magistrate 
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judge positions was 42 years. The new full-time appointees had been members of the 
bar for an average of 20 years at the time of appointment; the part-time magistrate 
judges averaged || years of bar membership. Of the new full-time magistrate judges, 
16 had been in private practice, 9 had been state judges (of whom 3 also had been 
circuit judges), 3 had been U.S. attorneys or assistant U.S. attorneys, 3 had prior 
experience as part-time magistrate judges, 2 had been administrative law judges, and 2 
had been court commissioners. Others included a district court clerk, a legal advisor to 
the governor, and an association general counsel. 

Through its September 1995 session, the Judicial Conference authorized 416 full- 
time magistrate judge positions, 78 part-time positions, and 3 combination clerk of 
court/magistrate judge positions. This year, 16 retired magistrate judges served on a 
recall basis pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636th). Table 14 provides a summary 


Table 14 
U.S. Magistrate Judge Positions 
Authorized by the Judicial Conference 


1990 Through 1995 

Full- Part- Combi- 

Year Total Time Time nation 
1990 Spring 483 323 152 8 
Fall 483 329 146 8 
1991 Spring 475 345 124 6 
Fall 472 354 112 6 
1992 Spring 479 369 104 6 
Fall 479 374 100 5 
1993 Spring 483 381 97 5 
Fall 482 385 93 4 
1994 Spring 492 396 92 4 
Fall 494 406 85 3 
1995 Spring 498 413 82 3 
Fall 497 416 78 3 


of the number of magistrate judge positions authorized by the Judicial Conference 
since 1990. 


U.S. Court of International Trade 


The jurisdiction of the U.S. Court of International Trade extends throughout the 
United States. This court hears cases involving international trade and customs duties, 
with most cases addressing the classification and valuation of imported merchandise, 
customs duties, and alleged unfair import practices by trading partners. During 1995, a 
total of 1,543 cases were filed in the U.S. Court of International Trade, up 94 percent 
from the 797 cases filed in 1994. This increase resulted from the court's receipt this 
year of more than 800 actions challenging the constitutionality of the Harbor Mainte- 
nance Tax. Because new filings outnumbered terminations, pending cases increased 38 
percent to 3,312 on September 30, 1995. Appendix Table G-1 presents data on cases 
filed and terminated during 1994 and 1995. 


U.S. Court of Federal Claims 


During 1995, the caseload of the U.S. Court of Federal Claims continued to grow. 
Total filings rose 30 percent to 1,151. The most significant increase occurred in civilian 
pay filings, which quadrupled from 79 to 316. This year, 185 vaccine injury compensa- 
tion petitions were filed, of which 24 involved claims related to vaccines administered 
prior to the enactment of the National Vaccine Injury Compensation Act in 1988. The 
deadline has now passed for filing petitions seeking compensation under this act for 
vaccines administered prior to October 1, 1988, but the court continues to receive 
petitions on behalf of individuals who obtained inoculations after that date. New filings 
related to vaccines administered after October |, 1988, increased from &7 *> ‘41. 
General jurisdiction filings (i.e., those not involving vaccine injuries) grew froii: 770 to 
966 (up 25 percent). 

For actions terminated in 1995, judgments rendered for claimants totalled $1.1 
billion, of which $193.4 million carried interest. The unusually high amount rendered 
for plaintiffs and petitioners this year resulted from the resolution of a large number of 
vaccine injury compensation cases that were filed in previous years. Judgments ren- 


dered for the United States on counterclaims or offsets totalled $14.5 million. In 
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nonmonetary actions under its jurisdiction, the court disposed of 15 contract cases 
seeking injunctive or declaratory relief. 

Each January, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 791 (c), the clerk of the court transmits to the 
U.S. Congress a report of the business of the court, which notes the names of the 
claimants, the nature of the claims, and their dispositions. Appendix Tables G-2A and 
G-2B show summary data on the workload of the Court of Federal Claims for the year 
ending September 30, 1995. 
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Table S-1. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Terminated on the Merits After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


After Oral Hearing After Submission On Briefs 
Percent Percent 
Circuit Total Total of Total En Banc Panel Total of Total En Banc Panel 

TOTAL 27,772 11,080 39.9 77 11,003 16,692 60.1 19 16,673 
DC 703 396 56.3 6 390 307 43.7 - 307 
FIRST 786 498 63.4 . 498 288 36.6 : 288 
SECOND 1,889 1,186 62.8 1 1,185 703 37.2 : 703 
THIRD 2,011 598 29.7 6 592 1,413 70.3 3 1,410 
FOURTH 3,009 842 ‘28.0 12 830 2,167 72.0 8 2,159 
FIFTH 3,806 1,235 32.4 17 1,218 2,571 67.6 1 2,570 
SIXTH 2,240 1,139 50.8 6 1,133 1,101 49.2 - 1,101 
SEVENTH 1,707 921 54.0 4 917 786 46.0 - 786 
EIGHTH 2,105 792 37.6 7 785 1,313 62.4 2 1,311 
NINTH 4,410 1,869 42.4 6 1,863 2,541 57.6 2 2,539 
TENTH 1,851 545 29.4 3 542 1,306 70.6 1 1,305 
ELEVENTH 3,255 1,059 32.5 9 1,050 2,196 67.5 2 2,194 
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Table S-2. 

U.S. Courts of Appeals—Total Case Participations in Cases Terminated on the Merits 
After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 

During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Case Participations by 
Resident Active Resident Senior 
Circuit Judges Circuit Judges Visiting Judges Percent by 
Senior and 
Circuit Total Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Visiting Judges 

TOTAL 84,335 66,059 78.3 12,185 14.4 6,091 7.2 21.7 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 2,156 2,154 99.9 0 0.0 2 A A 
FIRST 2,351 1,843 78.4 378 16.1 130 5.5 21.6 
SECOND 5,672 4,062 71.6 1,297 22.9 313 5.5 28.4 
THIRD 6,132 5,499 89.7 390 6.4 243 4.0 10.3 
FOURTH 9,236 7,449 80.7 1,490 16.1 297 3.2 19.3 
FIFTH 11,667 10,657 91.3 686 5.9 324 2.8 8.7 
SIXTH 6,794 4,573 67.3 1,125 16.6 1,096 16.1 32.7 
SEVENTH 5,125 3,728 72.7 946 18.5 451 8.8 27.3 
EIGHTH 6,387 5,172 81.0 789 12.4 426 6.7 19.0 
NINTH 13,391 9,828 73.4 2,534 18.9 1,029 7.7 26.6 
TENTH 5,570 3,591 64.5 1,360 24.4 619 11.1 35.5 
ELEVENTH 9,854 7,503 76.1 1,190 12.1 1,161 11.8 23.9 


NOTE: DUE TO ROUNDING, PERCENTS MAY NOT ADD UP TO 100.0 
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Table S-3. 

U.S Courts of Appeals—Types of Opinions or Orders Filed in Cases Terminated 
on the Merits After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 

During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Written, Reasoned, Writte: Unsigned, 
Written, Signed Unsigned Without Comment 
Percent 
Circuit Total Oral Published | Unpublished | Published | Unpublished | Published | Unpublished | Unpublished 

TOTAL 27,772 99 6,118 3,814 566 14,233 5 2,937 75.9 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 703 - 249 1 22 430 - 1 61.4 
FIRST 786 : 347 35 69 335 - : 47.0 
SECOND 1,889 3 523 1,303 60 . . - 69.1 
THIRD 2,011 - 346 480 7 5 1 1,172 82.3 
FOURTH 3,009 - 315 67 16 2,611 - - 88.9 
FIFTH 3,806 : 717 350 114 2,499 1 125 78.1 
SIXTH 2,240 96 379 171 11 1,583 : : 82.5 
SEVENTH 1,707 - 770 10 21 858 - 48 53.6 
EIGHTH 2,105 - 699 3 76 748 ° 579 63.1 
NINTH 4,410 - 909 64 18 3,294 3 122 78.9 
TENTH 1,851 - 517 1,308 1 25 - - 72.0 
ELEVENTH 3,255 - 347 22 151 1,845 - 890 84.7 


NOTE: THIS TABLE INCLUDES ONLY THOSE OPINIONS AND ORDERS THAT EXPOUND ON THE LAW AS APPLIED TO THE FACTS OF EACH CASE AND THAT DETAIL THE JUDICIAL REASONS UPON WHICH THE JUDGMENT 
1S BASED. 
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Table S-4. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals—Sources of Pro Se Appeals for 


Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995 


1994 1995 Percent Change 
for Pro Se 
. Source Total | Pro Se Total | Pro Se 1994 - 1995 
Total 48,322 18,252 50,072 19,973 9.4 
U.S. District Court 
Criminal 10,674 986 10,162 803 -18.6 
Civil - Total 32,309 16,235 34,203 17,842 9.9 
Prisoner Petitions 13,061 11,432 14,985 13,083 14.4 
U.S. Civil 4,582 1,423 4,460 1,364 -4.1 
Private Civil 14,666 3,380 14,758 3,395 0.4 
Other Appeals 
Bankruptcy 1,382 302 1,667 438 45.0 
Administrative Agency 3,369 550 3,295 622 13.1 
Original Proceedings 588 179 745 268 49.7 


NOTE: THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
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Table S-5. 
U.S. Courts of Appeais—Appeals Under Submission More Than Three Months 
on September 30, 1994, and 1995 


1995 
12 Months 
Circuit 1994 Total Total 3 - 5 Months 6-8 Months | 9-11 Months or More 

Total 953 703 402 184 65 52 
Federal 86 60 ae 10 13 11 
District of Columbia 5 2 0 2 0 0 
First 45 32 22 7 3 0 
Second 56 38 21 11 6 0 
Third 32 17 13 4 0 0 
Fourth 60 72 42 13 10 7 
Fifth 42 28 15 7 1 5 
Sixth 73 75 55 11 2 7 
Seventh 85 63 39 19 2 3 
Eighth 53 50 37 7 3 3 
Ninth 196 78 35 21 17 5 
Tenth 101 75 31 41 3 0 
Eleventh 119 113 66 31 5 11 
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Table S-6. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Criminal Appeals Filed Under the Sentencing Guidelines 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1991, Through 1995 


Criminal Appeals by Type 


Total Criminal} Nonguidelines Guidelines Sentence and 
Year Appeals Filed Appeals Appeals Sentence Conviction Conviction Other* 
1991 10,249 1,682 8,567 2,192 4,583 1,625 167 
1992 11,215 1,618 9,597 2,534 5,098 1,566 399 
1993 11,862 1,870 9,992 2,636 5,295 1,449 612 
1994 10,674 1,447 9,227 2,581 4,781 1,325 540 
1995 10,162 1,431 8,731 2,496 4,517 1,066 652 


NOTE: THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 
* INCLUDES CASES THAT HAVE BEEN APPEALED UNDER THE SENTENCING GUIDELINES, BUT FOR WHICH THE APPROPRIATE TYPE OF APPEAL WAS NOT IDENTIFIED AT THE TIME OF FILING. 
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Table S-7. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Filed, by Origin, 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1991, Through 1995 


Removals Remands Appeals From 

From From Courts Magistrate 

Year Total Filings | Original Filings State Courts of Appeals Reopens Transfers’ Judgments 
1991 210,424 173,612 24,873 1,069 6,711 4,033 126 
1992 229,119 187,720 27,022 961 9,051 4,161 204 
1993 226,165 185,174 27,149 957 7,691 4,054 186 
1994 236,391 186,775 29,988 830 8,059 4,212 67 
1995 248,335 190,731 39,901 796 7,727 4,526 112 
Percent Change 1995/1994 5.1 2.1 33.1 -4.1 -4.1 7.5 67.2 


* INCLUDES TRANSFERS UNDER TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTION 1407 
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Table S-8 
U.S. District Courts—Recovery of Overpayments and Enforcement of Judgment Cases Filed 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Student Veterans' 
Circuit and District Total Medicare Loans Benefits Other 

TOTAL 1,822 66 1,142 253 361 
pc 47 6 38 3 

1ST 162 2 129 5 26 
ME 5 . 2 1 2 
MA 142 : 120 3 19 
NH 1 ; 1 ° : 
RI 5 1 2 . 2 
PR 9 1 4 1 3 

2ND 97 2 56 5 34 
CT 14 . 6 4 4 
NY,N 5 1 2 : 2 
NY.E 42 1 34 ° 7 
NY,S 28 : 7 1 20 
NY,W 6 6 : . 
VT 2 1 1 

3RD 189 2 152 2 33 
DE 5 : 1 : 4 
NJ 151 1 141 1 B 
PAE 18 1 4 : 13 
PA.M 6 : 6 . . 
PA,W 9 : 1 m 
VI ‘ : . 

4TH 130 4 49 36 41 
MD 35 : 17 1 17 
NCE 16 : 2 12 2 
NC.M 4 1 3 3 1 
NC,W 23 : 4 18 1 
SC 21 3 13 : 5 
VA,E 17 . 7 . 10 
VA,W 5 2 1 2 
WV,.N : : : : 
WV,S 5 1 1 3 
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Table S-8 (Continued) 


Student Veterans' 
Circuit and District Total Medicare Loans Benefits Other 

STH 154 1 71 31 51 
LAE 31 1 3 22 5 
LA,M 5 : 3 1 1 
LA,W 5 : 2 1 
MS,N 1 : : 1 
MS,S 11 5 : € 
TX,N 29 : a 6 20 
TX,E 2 1 ; 1 
TX,S 61 . 50 11 
TX,wW 9 : 4 . 5 

6TH 317 8 233 36 40 
KY,E 3 : 1 : 2 
KY,W 3 2 1 . . 
MIE 225 : 190 21 14 
MI,W 7 . 4 : 4 
OH,N 29 : 16 3 10 
OH,S 13 2 9 1 1 
TNE 13 2 3 2 6 
TN,M 1 : 6 4 1 
TN,W 13 2 3 5 3 

7TH 110 2 17 46 45 
IL,N 26 : ) 3 14 
IL,C 7 . 1 1 5 
IL,S 6 : ‘ 1 5 
IN,N 26 : 4 18 4 
IN,S 35 : 3 18 14 
WIE 6 1 . 5 . 
WI,w 4 1 . : 3 

8TH 96 7 4 KT | 21 
AR,E 5 : 2 . 3 
AR,W 3 . 3 : . 
1A,N 1 . 1 ° . 
IAS 1 . 1 : . 
MN 36 2 6 26 2 
MO,E 14 3 6 1 1 
MO,W 15 2 9 2 2 
NE 20 : 3 5 12 
ND 1 ‘ ° ‘ 1 
SD a : 4 . 
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Table S-8 (Continued) 


Student Veterans’ 
Circuit and District Total Medicare Loans Benefits Other 

9TH 347 21 267 29 30 
AK 12 : g . 3 
AZ 23 2 15 2 4 
CA,N 62 7 49 . 6 
CA,E 22 . 22 : . 
CA,C 157 1 135 2 9 
CA,S 6 : 6 : . 
HI 3 1 2 
ID : : ° ° 
MT 4 1 1 2 
NV 9 8 : 1 
OR 20 16 3 1 
WA,E 2 : 1 1 : 
WA,W 25 1 4 18 2 
GUAM 2 : . : 2 
NMI ; ° ° 

10TH 44 1 18 14 11 
co 4 : 1 3 . 
KS 7 1 4 . 2 
NM 4 ; 1 2 1 
OK,N 4 2 2 . 
OK,E 4 . . 3 1 
OK,wW 11 b 1 4 
UT 8 2 3 3 
WY 2 2 . . 

11TH 129 10 78 15 26 
AL,N 16 : 4 3 9 
AL,M 3 1 : 2 : 
AL,S 4 1 : , 2 
FL,N a : 6 3 ; 
FL,M 24 4 10 6 4 
FL|S 36 4 28 . 4 
GA,N 28 : 24 ° 4 
GA,M n 4 : 2 
GA\S 4 2 1 1 
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Table S-9. 
U.S. District Courts—Social Security Cases Commenced 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


| DIWC? 
and 
Circuit and District | Total HIA' BL? DIWW‘ SSID‘ RSI‘ 

TOTAL 9,354 81 11 5,501 3,347 414 
pc 15 3 . 4 b 2 

1ST 212 1 1 160 40 10 
ME 15 : : 1 3 1 
MA i: 1 24 26 7 
NH 27 21 4 2 
RI 13 6 7 : 
PR 99 1 98 : 

2ND 643 11 1 459 133 39 
CT 42 2 25 13 2 
NY,N 93 47 35 11 
NY.E 263 5 231 19 a 
NY,S 153 1 1 113 32 6 
NY,W 75 1 41 30 3 
VT 17 2 2 4 9 

3RD 552 1 1 361 157 32 
DE 13 9 4 : 
NJ 196 1 144 44 7 
PAE 127 1 68 43 15 
PAM 59 30 26 3 
PAW 156 109 40 7 
vl 1 1 : = 

4TH 1,048 20 2 633 369 24 
MD 95 1 48 40 A 
NC,E 59 44 15 
NC,M 95 73 18 4 
NC,W 85 57 25 3 
SC 204 1 178 24 1 
VA,E 35 1 19 13 2 
VA.W 236 18 1 114 101 2 
WV,N 43 15 27 1 
WV,S 196 85 106 © 
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Table S-9. (Continued) 


DIWC? 
and 
Circuit and District Total HIA' BL? DIWwW‘ SSID‘ RSI‘ 

5TH 740 4 374 322 40 
LA,E 73 1 23 46 3 
LA,M 35 13 21 1 
LA,W 156 46 95 15 
MS,N 50 . 19 29 2 
MS,S 73 2 51 18 2 
TX,N 116 - 56 53 7 
TX,E 87 1 56 28 2 
TX,S 77 . 44 26 7 
TX,W 73 66 6 1 

6TH 1,732 2 1,123 567 38 
KY,E 379 1 204 167 5 
KY,W 106 . 71 33 
MIE 306 1 221 75 9 
MI,W 83 59 20 4 
OH,N 349 233 113 3 
OH,S 142 85 49 8 
TN,E 291 194 92 5 
™N,M 53 46 7 - 
T™N,W 23 10 11 

7TH 378 6 222 110 39 
IL,N 95 3 46 es) 10 
IL,C 53 1 35 12 5 
IL,S 27 9 12 6 
IN,N 36 17 11 7 
IN,S 101 - 68 28 5 
WIE 52 2 39 9 2 
WI,W 14 - 8 2 4 

8TH 925 21 481 362 61 
AR,E 225 1 88 126 10 
AR,W 82 13 48 20 1 
1A,N 76 1 30 40 5 
IA,S 101 - 30 63 8 
MN 72 1 36 23 12 
MO,E 124 . 71 39 14 
MO,W 204 3 161 36 4 
NE 13 1 7 3 2 
ND 14 1 5 4 4 
SD 14 - 5 8 1 
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Table S-9. (Continued) 


Diwc: 
and 
Circuit and District Total HIA' BL? DIWW‘ ssiD‘ RSI‘ 

9TH 1,190 7 3 539 590 51 
AK 9g - 6 2 1 
AZ 56 1 . 34 20 1 
CA,N 159 2 1 60 90 6 
CA,E 218 . - 68 140 10 
CA,C 319 2 - 169 140 8 
CA,S 56 - 22 32 2 
HI 2 : : - 2 - 
iD 13 - 4 6 3 
MT 61 - 28 31 2 
NV 10 . 6 2 2 
OR 124 1 64 54 5 
WA,E 53 1 1 14 31 6 
WA,W 110 1 64 40 5 
GUAM : , : : : 
NMI : . : : : . 

10TH - - 416 175 29 
co 51 - - 29 19 3 
KS 80 - 50 24 6 
NM 153 - 106 46 1 
OK,N 125 . - 104 13 8 
OK,E 85 : - 68 16 1 
OK,W 95 - - 52 38 5 
UT 24 . - 3 17 4 
WY 7 - - 4 2 1 

11TH 1,299 5 : 729 516 49 
AL,N 259 . . 213 42 4 
AL,M 91 . . : 91 . 
AL,S 92 1 . 43 48 
FL,N 45 . . 33 12 . 
FL,M 346 - : 165 163 18 
FL,S 95 3 - 45 35 12 
GA,N 148 - 100 43 5 
GA,M 137 1 - 98 37 1 
GA,S 86 - - 32 45 9 


'HIA = ALL CLAIMS FOR HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS (MEDICARE) UNDER TITLE XVili, PART A, OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED. ALSO INCLUDES CLAIMS 
BY HOSPITALS, SKILLED NURSING FACILITIES, ETC., FOR CERTIFICATION AS PROVIDERS OF SERVICES UNDER THE PROGRAM (42 USC 139FF (B)). 
*BL=s = ALL CLAIMS FOR “BLACK LUNG” BENEFITS UNDER TITLE IV, PART B, OF THE FEDERAL COAL MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY ACT OF 1969 (30 USC 923) 
*DIWC = ALL CLAIMS FILED BY INSURED WORKERS FOR DISABILITY INSURANCE BENEFITS UNDER TITLE Ii OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS 
AMENDED. ALSO INCLUDES ALL CLAIMS FILED FOR CHILDREN'S INSURANCE BENEFITS BASED ON DISABILITY (42 USC 405 (G)). 
‘DIWW = ALL CLAIMS FILED FOR WIDOWS OR WIDOWERS' INSURANCE BENEFITS BASED ON DISABILITY UNDER TITLE I! OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED (42 USC 405 (G)) 
‘SSID = ALL CLAIMS FOR SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME PAYMENTS BASED ON DISABILITY FILED UNDER TITLE XVI OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED. 
*RS!| = ALL CLAIMS FOR RETIREMENT (OLD AGE) AND SURVIVORS’ BENEFITS UNDER TITLE I! OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED (42 USC 405 (G)). 
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Table S-10. 
U.S. District Courts—Product Liability Cases Commenced, by Nature of Suit, 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1994, and 1995 


Personal Iniur 
Sept. 30, Sept. 30, Torts Personal 
1994 1995 Contract to Property Motor 

Circuit and District Total Total Actions Land Damage Airline Marine Vehicie Asbestos Other 

TOTAL 22,088 28,226 249 64 366 155 53 566 6,916 19,8667 
DC 65 58 1 1 1 - . 6 15 34 

1ST 332 308 8 4 12 3 1 20 81 179 
ME 80 51 1 2 2 3 34 9 
MA 140 147 5 1 1 2 1 B 23 106 
NH 47 37 2 1 3 1 4 26 
RI 33 41 1 20 20 
PR 32 32 6 1 7 18 

2ND 1,543 1,487 31 2 33 11 § 48 66 1,291 
CT 92 245 1 5 1 5 5 228 
NY,N 76 65 1 6 8 3 47 
NY,E 876 294 10 1 8 2 3 13 2 255 
NY,S 386 729 16 1 7 7 2 15 55 626 
NY,W 100 134 1 6 1 3 1 122 
VT 13 20 2 1 4 13 

3RD 1,305 2,119 19 4 32 18 5 40 120 1,881 
DE 8 24 1 1 - 1 21 
NJ 345 729 5 2 8 1 : 7 12 694 
PAE 765 1,118 6 1 12 4 3 19 108 965 
PA.M 57 111 1 3 1 3 ; 103 
PA,W 116 128 4 4 12 2 8 93 
vi 14 4 2 2 5 

4TH 1,667 1,352 30 2 33 3 6 61 650 567 
MD 640 127 9 1 12 3 2 13 24 63 
NCE 60 74 - . . - . 1 40 33 
NC,M 28 56 1 . . 6 33 16 
NC,W 54 20 3 1 1 2 3 10 
SC 283 446 6 - 5 7 306 122 
VA,E 289 311 7 1 5 1 10 236 51 
VA,W 200 73 3 3 8 7 52 
WV,N 30 21 4 16 
WV,S 83 224 2 6 2 10 204 
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Table S-10. (Continued) 


Personal Injury 


Sept. 30, Sept. 30, Torts Personal 
1994 1995 Contract to Property Motor 
Circuit and District Total Total Actions Land Damage Airline Marine Vehicle Asbestos Other 

5TH 2,158 8,085 42 11 63 34 7 81 
LA,E 402 202 5 14 1 15 
LAM 230 69 2 2 1 1 4 
LA,W 328 122 3 1 12 2 5 
MS,N 85 45 4 . . . 8 
MS,S 375 268 7 2 8 2 12 
TX,N 112 341 4 2 6 14 7 
TX,E 138 541 3 1 2 - : 7 
TX,S 371 6,355 8 3 11 14 1 13 
TX,W 117 142 6 9 6 10 

6TH 4,850 6,190 32 7 39 8 1 61 
KY,E 68 54 4 . 2 14 
KYW 91 78 . 1 1 : 15 
MIE 189 685 9 1 5 2 5 
MI,W 45 62 4 4 2 
OH,N 4,059 4,948 5 : 7 1 4 
OH,S 147 179 2 2 13 4 4 
TN,E 130 86 5 2 2 1 8 
™N,M 77 42 2 1 2 1 6 
TN.W 44 56 1 3 3 

7TH 1,139 1,014 19 3 12 25 3 39 
IL,N 319 246 12 1 2 21 2 15 
IL,C 132 176 1 1 1 4 
IL,S 115 106 : - - 1 1 5 
IN.N 41 99 3 1 3 1 5 
IN.S 348 322 2 4 - 9 
WIE 139 43 ° 2 1 1 
WI,wW 45 22 1 1 

8TH 924 533 12 7 30 1 4 39 
AR.E 98 43 3 2 1 8 
AR.W 48 43 2 4 4 
1A,N 25 29 2 1 2 6 
1A,S 24 27 - 1 4 
MN 395 148 3 1 10 . . ° 
MOE 136 115 1 3 3 1 3 5 
MO,W 111 62 . 4 10 
NE 57 30 - 1 - . 
ND 15 23 1 . 2 - 2 
SD 15 13 1 2 
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Personal Injury 
Sept. 30, Sept. 30, Torts Personal 
1994 1995 Contract to Property Motor 

Circuit and District Total Total Actions Land Damage Airline Marine Vehicle Asbestos Other 

9TH 1,499 1,952 28 13 44 28 13 48 233 1,545 
AK 22 91 1 3 1 74 12 
AZ 159 159 4 1 3 3 5 27 116 
CA,N 289 166 4 2 7 3 2 4 51 93 
CA,E 48 77 2 3 5 1 5 1 60 
CA,C 254 196 5 2 6 11 5 13 2 152 
CA,S 101 723 2 1 3 1 1 1 1 713 
HI 107 32 1 2 2 3 8 16 
ID 33 19 2 2 3 12 
MT 39 24 1 1 3 2 17 
NV 89 57 2 1 1 1 52 
OR 214 316 4 1 5 1 7 52 246 
WA,E 25 14 3 - 1 4 6 
WA,W 119 75 3 5 2 3 5 7 50 
GUAM 2 1 1 
NMI 1 1 - 

10TH 830 772 8 4 19 13 . 48 256 424 
co 224 302 2 3 8 7 217 55 
KS 184 133 1 1 4 - 3 5 119 
NM 100 50 1 2 2 5 7 33 
OK,N 35 30 2 1 : 7 2 18 
OK,E 39 28 7 : 5 16 
OK,W 171 104 2 1 1 1 13 7 79 
UT 58 64 1 2 1 5 18 37 
WY 19 61 1 3 57 

11TH 6,676 4,356 19 6 48 11 8 75 35 4,154 
AL,N 5,630 3,621 4 2 2 14 3,599 
AL,M 54 42 1 3 3 6 29 
AL,S 38 32 4 1 2 2 : 23 
FL,N 55 36 1 1 6 28 
FL,M 297 256 3 24 2 2 12 4 209 
FL,S 217 153 3 15 2 3 10 120 
GA,N 265 129 1 1 2 2 20 2 101 
GA,M 19 27 3 2 3 19 
GA,S 101 60 2 1 2 29 26 
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Table S-11. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Pending Three Years or More, by Basis of Jurisdiction and Nature of Suit, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Cases Pending 
Three Years or More U.S. Cases Private Cases 
September 30, September 30, Federal Diversity of Local 
Nature of Suit 1994 1995 Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 
TOTAL CASES 12,482 13,478 987 1,032 7,570 3,717 172 
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL 1,863 1,801 224 57 287 1,186 47 
INSURANCE 346 374 5 6 34 321 8 
MARINE 138 149 50 1 84 10 4 
MILLER ACT 41 33 17 - 16 . : 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 120 95 32 6 20 36 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS . . . - 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS 19 38 38 - 
VETERANS’ OVERPAYMENT 8 10 10 - - ° 
OTHER 17 10 2 3 2 3 ° 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 1,174 1,092 70 41 131 816 34 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 289 328 97 33 77 99 22 
FORECLOSURE 115 141 68 1€ 34 13 10 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT 8 25 13 1 3 8 ° 
TORTS TO LAND/INCLUDING PRODUCT 
LIABILITY 78 77 2 4 19 51 1 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 88 85 14 12 21 27 11 
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 2,967 3,227 23 192 530 2,416 66 
PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 2,721 2,971 7 176 468 2,262 58 
PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL 1,089 1,465 : 5 41 1,415 4 
AIRPLANE 15 14 . - 1 13 ° 
MARINE 13 13 . - 8 5 
MOTOR VEHICLE 33 41 . 1 - 40 
ASBESTOS 507 85 . - 12 73 . 
OTHER 521 1,312 - 4 20 1,284 4 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 1,632 1,506 7 171 427 847 54 
AIRPLANE 400 230 67 91 72 . 
MARINE 94 99 : 3 77 18 1 
MOTOR VEHICLE 133 168 2 21 16 122 7 
ASSAULT, LIBEL AND SLANDER 40 35 . 1 10 23 1 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS ' LIABILITY ACT 170 169 . 7 162 . . 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 88 86 . 24 - 61 1 
OTHER 707 719 5 48 71 551 44 
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Table S-11. (Continued) 


Cases Pending 


Three Years or More U.S. Cases Private Cases 
September 30, Septemter 30, Federal Diversity of Local 
Nature of Suit 1994 1995 Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 

PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE, TOTAL 246 256 16 16 62 154 8 

FRAUD, INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 139 153 10 5 40 96 2 

OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 107 103 6 11 22 58 6 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL 7,344 8,090 642 750 6,675 15 8 
ANTITRUST 84 99 1 2 96 . . 
BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL 152 181 2 2 177 - - 

APPEAL (28 USC 158) 99 114 2 . 112 

WITHDRAWAL (28 USC 157) 53 67 2 65 
BANKS AND BANKING 63 87 37 21 29 : - 
CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL 1,759 1,825 47 119 1,659 : - 

VOTING 45 42 1 - 41 

EMPLOYMENT 735 787 22 76 689 

HOUSING AND ACCOMODATIONS 31 23 2 4 17 

WELFARE 18 16 3 3 10 

OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 930 957 19 36 902 
COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) 38 41 1 1 39 - : 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 373 493 112 40 341 - - 
DEPORTATION 1 - - - - : - 
PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL 2,189 2,493 - 192 2,300 - 1 

MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 72 105 105 : ° 

HABEAS CORPUS 435 497 21 475 1 

MANDAMUS AND OTHER 10 23 14 y 

CIVIL RIGHTS 1,672 1,868 52 1,816 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL 197 272 266 6 : : 

AGRICULTURAL ACTS 30 29 27 2 

FOOD AND DRUG ACT 24 19 19 

DRUG RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY 54 125 125 

AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 2 3 3 


ITY 
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ON 
Table S-11. (Continued) 
Cases Pending 
Three Years or More U.S. Cases Private Cases 
September 30, September 30, Federal Diversity of Local 
Nature of Suit 1994 1995 Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT . . . . 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 87 96 92 4 
LABOR LAWS, TOTAL 500 541 23 6 §12 . . 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 76 85 9 . 76 : ° 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 72 68 1 3 64 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING AND 
DISCLOSURE ACT 19 13 . 13 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT 9 9 . . 9 
ERISA* 262 301 11 1 289 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 62 65 2 2 61 
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL 340 372 4 1 367 - - 
COPYRIGHT 66 71 . . 71 . - 
PATENT 180 210 3 1 206 
TRADEMARK 94 91 1 . 90 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, AND EXCHANGES 677 663 37 . 626 ° - 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS, TOTAL 82 163 1 162 . - ° 
HEALTH INSURANCE 7 6 . 6 . . ° 
BLACK LUNG CASES . 1 . 1 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 50 119 1 118 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 23 34 . 34 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 2 3 . 3 
OTHER . . . 
Rico” 190 191 4 . 174 13 - 
STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS - 4 . . 4 - 
TAX SUITS 127 123 36 82 - : 5 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE - 1 - 1 - - - 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 44 41 - 36 5 - . 
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES 29 26 - - 22 2 2 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 499 474 71 79 324 - - 
OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL 19 32 1 . 1 1 29 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS 2 . . . ° ° . 
INSANITY 
PROBATE . . . . 
OTHER 17 32 1 . 1 1 29 


NOTE. LAND CONDEMNATION CASES ARE OMITTED 


* ERISA = EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT 5 o 
** RICO = RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS ( 5 
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Table S-12. 
U.S. District Courts—Arbitration Cases Filed by District, 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1994, and 1995 


1994 1995 
Percent Percent 
of of 
Districts Civil Arbitration Civil Civil | Arbitration | Civil 
Total 42,203 4,672 11 42,244 4,182 10 
New York, Eastern 6,281 380 6 5,570 331 6 
New Jersey 6,392 1,522 24 6,892 1,582 23 
Pennsylvania, Eastern 8,715 2,025 23 8,500 1,380 16 
North Carolina, Middle 773 18 2 914 1 0.01 
Texas, Western 2,945 1 0.03 3,114 2 0.06 
Michigan, Western* 1,684 - - 1,745 
Missouri, Western* 2,584 ° ° 2,571 
California, Northern 5,518 290 5 5,223 324 6 
Oklahoma, Western 2,271 16 1 2,168 31 1 
Florida, Middle 5,040 420 8 5,547 531 10 


* THESE COURTS DID NOT REPORT ANY NEW ARBITRATION CASES FILED IN 1994 OR 1995. BOTH COURTS NOW ACTIVELY USE FEDERAL MEDIATION PROCEDURES 
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Table S-13. 
U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Whose Cases Were Dismissed 
Pursuant to Title 18 U.S.C. § 3162(H) (The Speedy Trial Act of 1974 as Amended) 


Interval | Interval Il 
District With Prejudice Without Prejudice With Prejudice Without Prejudice 

Massachusetts . . : 1 
New Jersey - . : 1 
Texas, Northern D) 
Texas, Western - . 1 3 
Kentucky, Eastern . : . 1 
Michigan, Eastern - . ; \ 
Ohio, Northern - . ; 1 
Ohio, Southern - : ° 1 
Minnesota - . 1 

California, Nothern - . . 2 
California, Eastern 1 - : ° 
Florida, Southern - : : 2 
Georgia, Northern . . 1 

Georgia, Middle - . . 1 
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Table S-14. 
Ninth Circuit Bankruptcy Appellate Panel (BAP)—Bankruptcy Appeals Filed, Closed, and Pending 
During 1991 Through 1995 


BAP Closed 
Total Total Percent 
Bankruptcy Opting Opting Assigned After BAP 
Year* Appeals Filed Out Out to BAP Total Hearing Pending 
1991 1,306 554 42.4 752 762 236 1,587 
1992 1,441 598 36.6 913 832 243 521 
1993 1,510 628 41.6 882 800 244 591 
1994 1,567 630 40.2 937 721 225 807 
1995 1,480** 550** 37.2 930 988 280 749 


* DATA FOR 1992 THROUGH 1995 ARE FOR THE YEARS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30; DATA FOR 1991 ARE FOR THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 30. 
** THESE DATA DO NOT INCLUDE APPEALS TRANSFERRED TO U.S. DISTRICT COURTS PURSUANT TO THE BANKRUPTCY REFORM ACT OF 1994. 
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Table S-15. 


Persons Received and Under Supervision of the Federal Probation System by Type of Supervision 


During Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995 


Received for Supervision 


Under Supervision 


Percent Percent 
Year 1994 1995 Change* 1994 1995 Change‘ 
Total (includes transfers) 46,273 45,163 -2.4 89,103 85,822 -3.7 
District judge probation 9,876 8,758 -11.3 31,455 27,105 -13.9 
Magistrate judge probation 6,989 6,898 -1.3 9,845 8,574 -12.9 
Parole 2,534 1,850 -27.0 7,909 5,911 -25.3 
Mandatory release 1,598 1,191 -25.5 2,585 1,878 -27.4 
Military parole 368 263 -28.5 844 621 -26.4 
Special parole 1,037 842 -18.8 2,972 2,254 -24.2 
Supervised release 17,418 18,943 8.8 33,493 39,479 17.9 
Received by transfer 6,453 6,418 -0.5 N/A** N/A** — 


* PERCENT CHANGE 1995 OVER 1994. 
**N/A = NOT APPLICABLE. 
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Table S-16. 


Drug- and Alcohol-Dependent Clients During Fiscal Years 1991 Through 1995 


Type of Service 1991 1992° 1993* 1994 1995 
Drug Dependent 
Contract 11,408 9,789 10,421 11,903 10,321 
Non-Contract 8,287 9,191 10,336 9,951 7,919 
Total 19,695 18,980 20,757 21,854 18,240 
Alcohol Dependent 
Contract 1,451 1,715 1,734 2,283 1,417 
Non-Contract 2,543 2,861 2,966 2,691 2,306 
Total 3,994 4,576 4,700 4,974 3,723 


NOTE DURING THE FIRST QUARTER OF FISCAL YEAR 1995, A CLARIFICATION WAS MADE TO THE DEFINITION OF SUBSTANCE ABUSE TREATMENT, ELIMINATING APPROXIMATELY 4,000 CASES 
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Table S-17. 


U.S. District Courts—National Petit Juror Service During Fiscal Years 1991 Through 1995 


Service 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 
Overall Juror Service 
Jury Trial Days 46,563 48,368 46,646 45,060 43,219 
Percent Criminal 53.2 52.2 52.8 45.7 49.0 
Percent Civil 46.8 47.8 47.2 54.3 51.0 
Juror Days’ 855,175 887,234 861,160 788,066 — 774,978 
Percent Selected or Serving 64.4 64.3 64.3 65.3 63.4 
Percent Challenged 18.6 18.7 18.9 18.5 18.7 
Percent Not Selected or Challenged** 17.0 16.9 16.8 16.2 15.9 
Average Jurors Per Day of Trial 18.4 18.3 18.5 17.5 17.9 
Jury Selection Day 
Jurors Present for Voir Dire 424,269 441,194 425,929 379,769 372,271 
Percent Selected 28.3 28.3 27.8 28.0 27.1 
Percent Challenged 37.4 37.6 38.3 38.5 38.9 
Percent Not Selected or Challenged 34.3 34.1 34.0 33.6 34.0 
Numbers of Juries Selected 11,328 11,722 11,112 10,439 9,822 
Average Jurors Present for Jury Selection 37.5 37.6 38.3 36.4 37.9 


* EACH JUROR IS COUNTED FOR EACH DAY SERVING, TRAVELING, OR WAITING AT THE COURTHOUSE TO SERVE. 


** INCLUDES JURORS IN TRAVEL STATUS. 


Table S-18. 
U.S. District Courts—National Grand Juror Service During Fiscal Years 1991 Through 1995 


Proceedings Filed Average 
Jurors Hours by Indictment Defendants 
Juries Sessions Average per Average per Indicted 
Year Serving Convened Total Session Total Session Cases‘ Defendants‘ per Session 
1991 788 10,914 215,789 19.8 58,293 5.3 27,168 44,607 4.09 
1992 836 11,571 228,784 19.8 61,806 5.3 28,559 47,164 4.08 
1993 847 11,181 221,505 19.8 59,117 5.3 27,038 44,480 4.00 
1994 854 10,674 211,647 19.8 55,789 5.2 23,869 40,238 3.80 
1995 960 10,585 208,625 19.7 55,378 5.2 25,191 42,866 4.05 
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Table S-19. 


Matters Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges for 


Years Ended June 30, 1985; June 30, 1991 Through 1992; and September 30, 1993 Through 1995 


Percent 
Change 
Activity 1985 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1995/1994 

Total Matters 426,440 460,722 496,715 510,057 517,397 512,741 -0.9 
Additional Duties 206,990 181,849 194,567 217,892 225,053 224,294 -0.3 
Criminal 32,670 38,567 41,093 47,015 47,780 48 366 1.2 
Motions 636(b)(1)(A) 22,668 23,450 22,117 23,862 23,463 21,624 -7.8 
Motions 636(b)(1)(B) 2,098 3,553 3,844 5,245 4,777 4,658 2.5 
Evidentiary Hearings 1,146 2,171 1,353 1,963 2,154 2,031 -5.7 
Pretrial Conferences 2,837 4,111 4,794 4,793 4,555 5,090 11.7 
Calendar Calls 1,142 1,303 1,517 1,518 2,183 1,955 -10.4 
Motion Hearings/Arguments . . 2,295 3,465 3,752 5,124 36.6 
Other’ 2,779 3,979 5,173 6,169 6,896 7,884 14.3 
Civil 154,085 119,584 129,183 143,156 . 146,814 144,949 -1.3 
Pretrial Conferences 36,695 45,193 48,420 53,235 54,703 56,286 2.9 
(Settlement Conferences) . . [18,849] [19,298] [20,305] 5.2 
Motions 636(b)(1)(A) 84,529 55,342 49,844 54,962 55,304 53,295 -3.6 
Motions 636(b)(1)(B) 6,968 7,268 8,563 9,438 10,335 9,908 -4.1 
Evidentiary Hearings 1,298 1,987 816 879 774 523 -32.4 
Social Security 14,101 3,739 4,080 4,319 5,623 5,384 -4.3 
Special Masterships 684 1,074 1,240 895 825 682 -17.3 
Calendar Calls 1,289 1,941 1,464 1,366 1,792 1,658 -7.5 
Motion Hearings/Arguments . ’ 11,749 14,189 13,535 14,458 6.8 
Other? 8,521 3,040 3,007 3,873 3,923 2,755 -29.8 
Prisoner Litigation 20,235 23,698 24,291 27,721 30,459 30,979 1.7 
Evidentiary Hearings® [1,132] [1,406] 1,634 1,718 1,795 1,638 -8.7 
State Habeas 6,172 6,843 6,066 6,069 6,443 6,759 4.9 
Federal Habeas 2,290 2,965 2,726 2,898 2,795 2,695 -3.6 
Civil Rights 11,773 13,890 13,865 17,036 19,426 19,887 2.4 
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Table S-19. (Continued) 


Percent 
Change 
Activity 1985 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1995 /1994 
Civil Consent 3,717 4,986 5,479 6,740 7,835 8,967 14.4 
Without Trial 2,924 3,874 4,111 5,240 6,092 7,371 21.0 
Jury Trial 308 538 667 673 912 813 -10.9 
Non-Jury Trial 485 574 701 827 831 783 -5.8 
Trial Jurisdiction Cases 90,757 95,098 93,077 81,833 87,519 72,868 -16.7 
Misdemeanors 13,779 11,840 12,637 10,908 12,138 9,875 -18.6 
Petty Offenses 76,978 83,258 80,440 70,925 75,381 62,993 -16.4 
Preliminary Proceedings 124,976 178,789 203,592 203,592 196,990 206,612 4.9 
Search Warrants 9,776 23,887 23,279 24,631 26,250 25,966 “1.1 
Arrest Warrants/Summonses 13,178 19,944 22,453 21,618 20,513 21,202 3.4 
Initial Appearances 44,379 51,745 55,146 52,651 50,645 52,654 4.0 
Detention Hearings 4,167 19,612 22,732 21,772 21,711 24,060 10.8 
Bail Reviews 8,051 8,246 8,260 8,089 7,394 8,558 15.7 
Preliminary Examinations 5,588 8,116 8,959 8,427 8,406 8,969 6.7 
Grand Jury Returns 3,816 4,992 5,615 5,408 5,208 5,411 3.9 
Arraignments 24,826 35,699 37,610 37,541 35,061 37,198 6.1 
Attorney Appointment Hearings . . 7,345 6,325 6,116 6,488 6.1 
Seizure Warrants A . 3,927 3,854 2,529 1,782 -29.5 
Fee Applications . ’ 5,148 8,167 8,655 9,389 8.5 
Other* 11,195 6,548 3,118 5,109 4,502 4,935 9.6 


* DATA NOT SEPARATELY AVAILABLE. 
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'1992-CURRENT INCLUDES NEW SEPARATE REPORTING CATEGORIES FOR MENTAL COMPETENCY/MOTION HEARINGS. 

*1992-CURRENT INCLUDES NEW SEPARATE REPORTING CATEGORIES FOR FEE APPLICATIONS/SUMMARY JURY TRIALS/MOTION HEARINGS... 

*PRIOR TO 1992, EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS WERE INCLUDED IN THE TOTALS FOR STATE HABEAS/FEDERAL HABEAS/CIVIL RIGHTS. 

*1992-CURRENT INCLUDES NEW SEPARATE REPORTING CATEGORIES FOR ATTORNEY APPOINTMENT HEARINGS/FEE APPLICATIONS/NEBBIA HEARINGS/SEIZURE WARRANTS/CONTEMPT PROCEEDINGS. 
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Table S-20. 
Three-Judge District Court Hearings, by Nature of Suit, 1991 Through 1995 


Fiscal Years 


Nature of Suit 1991 1992 1993 1994 | 4995 

Total 14 50 16 25 19 
Reapportionment 1 33 7 11 10 
Civil Rights 13 17 cS) 14 9 
Education . . . ; . 
Voting and Election Laws 13 17 9 14 7 
Employment . . . . 1 
Other - . . . 1 


NOTE: DATA FOR 1991 ARE FOR YEAR ENDED JUNE 30; DATA FOR 1992 THROUGH 1995 ARE FOR YEARS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30. 
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Table S-21. 
Cases Transferred by Order of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation, 
Cumulative From September 1968 Through September 30, 1995 


12 Months Ended September 30, 1995 Cumulative 1968 - 1995 
¢ Total Pending in 
Circuit and District Into District tf Out of District Into District Out of District Transferee District 
TOTAL 12,768 12,768 76,086 76,086 §3,334 
DC 10 21 1,985 293 37 
1ST . 57 239 3,946 296 
ME 18 4 384 . 
MA 25 165 3,240 17 
NH 6 28 164 - 
RI 5 . 113 : 
PR 3 42 45 279 
2ND 98 526 2,502 7,680 413 
CT 5 43 339 1,526 76 
NY,N 2 19 4 703 4 
NY,E 8 104 1,025 1,477 152 
NY,S 83 273 1,134 3,208 181 
NY,W - 85 - 709 - 
VT 2 57 
3RD 8,217 333 49,639 2,764 37,332 
DE : 3 29 70 - 
NJ 29 241 154 1,025 69 
PA,E 8,171 61 49,286 713 37,174 
PA,M - 7 18 347 - 
PA,W 17 19 152 526 89 
Vi 2 ° 83 ° 
4TH 49 550 1,177 6,673 62 
MD 26 32 196 1,417 27 
NC,E 38 9 293 
NC,M 55 9 198 - 
NC,W - 7 49 286 - 
SC 23 120 831 1,186 35 
VA,E - 259 35 1,876 - 
VA,W 15 539 
WV,N 10 1 44 - 
N WV,S 14 47 834 . 
N 


8Z 


Table S-21. (Continued) 
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12 Months Ended September 30, 1995 Cumulative 1968 - 1995 
Total Pending in 
Circuit and District Into District Out of District Into District Out of District Transteree District 
5TH 130 2,779 743 9,728 177 
LA,E 3 90 293 888 36 
LA,M . 15 8 405 . 
LA,W 28 9 627 . 
MS,N 22 6 92 6 
MS,S . 205 . 1,765 . 
TX,N 1 132 145 513 2 
TX.E 125 39 141 1,788 130 
TX,S 1 2,217 127 3,385 3 
TXW . 31 14 265 . 
6TH 207 6,453 1,361 23,716 231 
KY,E . 12 53 238 . 
KY,W ° 28 80 306 a 
MIE 71 24 184 702 88 
MI,W . 11 2 96 . 
OH,N 3 6,270 128 21,138 . 
OH,S 130 14 893 517 137 
TNE . 35 2 351 . 
™N.M 3 24 6 179 6 
™N.W : 35 13 189 . 
7TH 178 591 1,144 4,367 511 
1L,N 171 67 925 1,249 435 
IL,E° . : 9 : 
IL,C 146 3 886 1 
iL,S 54 226 - 
IN.N : 36 139 . 
IN,S 7 257 177 1,394 75 
WIE . 18 6 318 . 
Wwi,w 13 33 146 
8TH 70 134 563 3,050 433 
ARE 6 10 6 207 6 
AR,W . 9 : 65 : 
1A,N 5 4 77 
IA,S : 4 5 1,004 . 
MN 49 51 280 630 412 
MO,E 15 40 104 325 15 
MO,W . 7 164 286 . 
NE 2 227 
ND 1 199 
SO 5 30 


62 


Table S-21. (Continued) 


12 Months Ended September 30, 1995 


Cumulative 1968 - 1995 


Total Pending in 
Circuit and District Into District Out of District Into District Out of District Transferee District 

9TH 49 690 1,513 6,246 141 
AK . 75 . 172 . 
AZ 1 101 43 630 25 
CA,N 6 107 463 1,248 24 
CA,E . 38 11 250 1 
CA,C 41 93 549 1,520 74 
CA,S . 59 62 295 . 
HI 16 14 409 
ID 10 2 158 . 
MT 1 8 4 97 6 
NV 27 125 269 . 
OR 124 6 537 
WA,E 4 . 97 . 
WA,W 28 234 563 1 
GUAM : : 1 . 

10TH 70 375 1,567 2,694 134 
co 10 250 116 718 33 
KS 1 31 1,187 381 2 
NM 3 43 4 439 9 
OK,N 4 13 632 . 
OK,E 8 7 34 
OK,W 13 143 266 
UT . 22 7 200 . 
WY 56 4 90 24 90 

11TH 3,690 259 13,653 4,929 13,567 
AL,N 3,685 25 13,350 298 13,443 
AL,M " 5 . 61 2 
AL,S 2 17 19 152 89 
FL,N . 21 26 316 . 
FL.M 3 63 34 1,053 30 
FL,S 37 114 775 4 
GA,N 38 110 873 1 
GA,M 5 e 97 a 
GA,S 47 1,304 


“NO LONGER A SEPARATE DISTRICT 
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Table S-22. 


Cumulative Summecy of Multidistrict Litigation 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1993, 1994, and 1995 


12 Months Ended 12 Months 
Totals as of Sept. 30, 1994 Totals as of Ended Totals as of 
Sept. 30, 1993 (Adjusted) Sept. 30, 1994 Sept. 30, 1995 Sept. 30, 1995 

Total Actions Subjected to 

Section 1407 Proceedings 66,323 12,883 79,206 13,356 92,562 
Actions Transferred 51,380 11,938 63,318 12,768 76,086 
Actions Originally Filed 

in Transferree Districts 14,943 945 15,888 588 16,476 
Total Terminations 29,322 7,076 36,398 2,830 39,228 
Actions Terminated by Transferee Courts 26,050 6,677 32,727 2,714 35,441 
Actions Reassigned to Transferor Judges 

within Transferee Courts 264 15 279 0 279 
Actions Remanded by the Panel 3,008 384 3,392 116 3,508 
Total Actions Presently Pending and 
Subjected to Section 1407 Proceedings 37,001 42,808 53,334 
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Table S-23. 


Representations by Federal Defender Organizations, 1991 Through 1995 


Percent 
Change 
Representations 1991 1992 1993* 1994 1995 1995/1994 
Offices in Operation 45 47 49 50 59 18.0 
Total Representations 
Opened 38,813 41,319 42,269 42,209 45,912 8.8 
Closed 38,281 39,808 41,929 42,099 43,654 3.7 
Pending September 30 14,161 15,672 16,012 16,242 18,380 13.2 
Criminal Representations 
Opened 25,218 25,734 26,064 26,185 28,405 8.5 
Closed 24,772 24,785 26,181 26,277 26,667 1.5 
Pending September 30 8,933 9,882 9,765 9,777 11,462 17.2 
Other Representations** 
Opened 13,595 15,585 16,205 16,024 17,507 9.3 
Closed 13,509 15,023 15,748 15,822 16,987 7.4 
Pending September 30 5,228 5,790 6,247 6,465 6,918 7.0 


* REVISED. 


** INCLUDES APPEALS, PROBATION/PAROLE REVOCATION HEARINGS, AND MOTIONS TO CORRECT OR REDUCE SENTENCE. 
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Table S-24. 
Report of Complaints Filed and Action Taken Under Authority of Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372(c) 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Federal 
Circuits Courts 
Summary of Activity Total | Fed | DC | ist | and | 3rd | 4th | Sth | 6th | 7th | éth | 9th | 10th | 11th | cc! | CIT? 
Complaints Pending on September 30, 1994 233 2 3 1 13 32 6 7 16 4 4 106 20 5 2 2 
Complaints Filed 522 : 14 21 52 71 42 36 32 17 35 51 55 96 
Complaint Type 
Written by Complainant 521 . 14 21 52 71 42 36 31 17 35 51 55 96 
On Order of Chief Judges 1 . . . . . . . 1 . . . - 
Officials Complained About** 
Judges 
Circuit 144 . 6 . 2 25 4 7 3 22 10 25 12 28 
District 370 . 13 19 40 38 35 23 24 15 31 36 45 51 
National Courts 0 . . . . . ° . : ° : : 
Bankruptcy Judges 28 . . . 4 4 2 : 1 2 1 5 4 5 
Magistrate Judges 91 . 1 2 9 4 9 10 8 3 1 14 18 12 
% 
Nature of Allegations** 
Menta! Disability 13 . . 1 3 2 3 1 2 1 
Physica! Disability 6 . . . 1 3 2 . 
Demeanor 8 . - : 5 - . . - . 1 1 1 . 
Abuse of Judicial Power 156 . 3 3 29 . 17 12 6 9 y 18 17 33 
Prejudice/Bias 189 . 9 15 24 10 22 13 11 4 14 10 21 36 
Conflict of Interest 33 : . 4 2 1 2 7 2 3 2 8 2 
Bribery/Corruption 28 . - . 6 4 . 2 . . . 3 7 6 
Undue Decisional Delay 80 . 1 6 5 5 10 2 7 4 1 12 27 
Incompetence/Neglect 19 . . . . 2 1 8 2 : 2 1 3 - 
Other 126 . 2 : 3 26 - 20 13 3 11 19 8 21 
Complaints Concluded 512 0 14 19 52 29 42 42 38 21 25 104 40 86 0 0 
Action By Chief Judges 
Complaint Dismissed 
Not in Conformity With Statute 57 . 2 1 3 3 . . 3 6 5 16 4 14 
Directly Related to Decision 
or Procedural Ruling 219 : 5 6 21 1 30 31 10 5 11 63 9 17 
Frivolous 80 . - - : 1 3 - : 3 4 17 4 48 
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Table S-24. (Continued) 


Federal 
Circuits Courts 
Summary of Activity Total | Fed | Dc | 1st | 2nd | 3rd | 4th | 5th | 6th | 7th =| 8th | 9th | 10th | 11th | CC’ | CiT? 
_ Appropriate Action Already Taken 11 . 3 - . . . : 7 - - 1 
Action No Longer Necessary Because of 
intervening Events 4 . . . 1 . 1 . . . - 1 1 
Complaint Withdrawn 2 . 1 . . : . 1 . . - . : : 
Subtota! 373 . 1 7 25 15 34 32 20 14 20 98 18 79 0 0 
Action by Judicial Councils 
Directed Chief District Judge to 
Take Action (Magistrate Judges Only) 0 . . . . : : - . . - . . - 
Certified Disability 0 . . . . . . . . 
Requested Voluntary Retirement 0 : : : . : : - . - - 
Ordered Temporary Suspension 
of Case Assignments 0 - - 
Privately Censured 1 - 1 
Publicly Censured 0 : - : : - : : - : - . : : 
Ordered Other Appropriate Action 0 . - : : : . . : - : - 
Dismissed the Complaint 138 - 3 12 27 14 8 10 18 7 5 5 22 7 
Referred Complaint to Judicial 
Conference 0 . - : : : - : . - - . - 
Subtotal 139 0 3 12 27 14 8 10 18 7 5 6 22 7 0 0 
Complaints Pending on September 30, 1995 243 2 3 13 13 74 6 1 10 0 14 53 35 15 2 2 


‘CC = U.S. CLAIMS COURT. 

*CIT = COURT OF INTERNATIONAL TRADE. 

* REVISED. 

** EACH COMPLAINT MAY INVOLVE MULTIPLE ALLEGATIONS AGAINST NUMEROUS JUDICIAL OFFICERS. NATURE OF ALLEGATIONS IS COUNTED WHEN A COMPLAINT IS CONCLUDED. 
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APPENDIX I 
DETAILED STATISTICAL TABLES 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
Administrative Office of the 


United States Courts 


Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Note: All dates refer to the year ended September 30 unless otherwise stated. 


Table A-1. 
Supreme Court of the United States—Cases on Docket, Disposed of, and Remaining on 
Dockets at Conclusion of October Terms, 1990 Through 1994 


In Forma 
Cases Total Original Paid Pauperis 
1990 
Cases on docket 6,316 14 2,351 3,951 
Disposed of 5,481 3 2,042 3,436 
Remaining on dockets 835 1 309 515 
1991 
Cases on docket 6,770 12 2,451 4,307 
Disposed of 5,894 1 2,125 3,768 
Remaining on dockets 876 11 326 539 
1992 
Cases on docket’ 7,245 12 2,441 4,792 
Disposed of 6,402 1 2,140 4,261 
Remaining on dockets 843 1 301 531 
1993 
Cases on docket 7,786 12 2,442 5,332 
Disposed of 6,721 1 2,099 4,621 
Remaining on dockets 1,065 11 343 711 
1994 
Cases on docket 8,100 11 2,515 5,574 
Disposed of 7,170 2 2,185 4,983 
Remaining on dockets 930 9 330 591 
October Terms 
Cases 1990 | 1991 1992 | 1993 | 1994 
Argued during term 125 127 116 99 94 
Disposed of by full opinions 121 120 111 93 91 
Disposed of by per curiam 
opinions 4 3 6 3 
Set for re-argument . 4 . . . 
Granted review this term 141 120 97 99 93 
Reviewed and decided without 
oral argument 115 77 113°" 70 69 
Total to be available for 
argument at outset of 
4 following term 70 66 46 40 39 


"1992 TERM STARTED 10/01/92 AND ENDED 6/29/93. 


**REVISED. 2 q¥ 
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Table B. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1994, and 1995 


Filings Terminations Pending 

Percent Percent Percent 

Circuit 1994 1995 Change 1994 1995 Change 1994° 1995 Change 

TOTAL 48,322 50,072 3.6 49,184 49,805 1.3 37,269 37,536 7 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,770 1,625 -8.2 1,617 1,670 3.3 2,203 2,158 -2.1 
FIRST 1,370 1,339 -2.3 1,379 1,343 -2.6 955 951 -.4 
SECOND 3,986 3,987 0 4,091 3,940 -3.7 1,824 1,871 2.6 
THIRD 3,675 3,485 “5.2 3,827 3,401 “11.1 1,866 1,950 4.5 
FOURTH 3,994 5,193 30.0 3,953 4,947 25.1 3,294 3,540 7.5 
FIFTH 6,264 6,513 4.0 6,757 6,466 -4.3 4,458 4,505 1.1 
SIXTH 4,438 4,631 4.3 4,488 4,639 3.4 3,351 3,343 -.2 
SEVENTH 3,096 3,112 5 3,398 3,246 -4.5 2,334 2,200 -5.8 
EIGHTH 3,193 3,205 4 3,177 3,153 -.8 1,693 1,745 3.1 
NINTH 8,092 8,415 4.0 8,532 8,307 -2.6 7,083 7,191 1.5 
TENTH 2,714 2,619 -3.5 2,573 2,758 7.2 2,164 2,025 -6.4 
ELEVENTH 5,730 5,948 3.8 5,392 5,935 10.1 6,044 6,057 2 


NOTE THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
* 
REVISED 


Table B-1. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, by Circuit, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Cases Terminated 
Procedural Terminations on 
Cases Commenced Siem Terminations the Merits 
Cases Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Oral Submission Pending 
of Proceeding Oct. 1,1994" | Total Original Reinstated| Total Consolidation | Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing onBriefs | Sept. 30, 1995 

ALL CIRCUITS 37,269 60,072 40,184 888 49,805 3,177 18,656 6,617 12,039 27,772 11,080 16,692 37,536 
CRIMINAL 10,217 10,162 9,999 163 10,852 1,035 2,165 622 1,543 7,652 3,686 3,966 9,527 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,890 3,459 3,386 73 3,134 119 999 252 747 2,016 147 1,869 2,215 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 3,438 4,460 4,375 85 4,512 262 1,567 406 1,161 2,683 1,127 1,556 3,386 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 5,469 11,526 11,363 163 11,199 179 5,794 3,189 2,605 5,226 654 4,572 5,796 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 11,572 14,758 14,492 266 14,572 1,217 6,010 1,597 4,413 7,345 4,394 2,951 11,758 
BANKRUPTCY 1,302 1,667 1,633 34 1,546 61 846 239 607 639 338 301 1,423 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 3,293 3,295 3,191 104 3,264 274 1,405 478 927 1,585 704 881 3,324 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 88 745 745 . 726 30 70 34 36 626 30 596 107 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA = 2,203 1,625 1,618 7 1,670 286 681 162 519 703 396 307 2,158 
CRIMINAL 301 155 155 . 233 60 35 23 12 138 90 48 223 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 86 114 112 2 96 22 28 12 16 46 4 42 104 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 273 368 367 1 330 35 122 22 100 173 80 93 311 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 37 65 63 2 49 2 22 13 9 25 2 23 53 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 220 221 221 . 221 23 98 19 79 100 71 29 220 
BANKRUPTCY 8 11 1 : 10 - 7 5 2 3 2 1 9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 1,270 617 615 2 661 144 352 66 286 165 147 18 1,226 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 8 74 74 . 70 - 17 2 15 53 ° 53 12 
FIRST CIRCUIT 055 1,339 1,333 8 1,343 50 507 126 381 786 498 288 051 
CRIMINAL 304 389 385 4 380 21 109 23 86 250 194 56 313 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 42 56 56 : 63 1 13 5 8 49 11 38 35 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 102 148 148 - 146 2 54 13 41 90 50 40 104 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 64 88 88 . 90 : 50 29 21 40 10 30 62 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 367 539 537 2 561 24 240 37 203 297 207 90 345 
BANKRUPTCY 19 31 31 : 26 1 6 2 4 19 11 8 24 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 50 80 80 : 68 1 35 17 18 32 15 17 62 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 7 8 8 - 9 : - - : 9 - 9 6 
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Table B-1. (Continued) 


Cases Terminated 
Procedural Terminations on 
Cases Commenced Seen Terminations the Merits 
Cases Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Oral Submission Pending 
of Proceeding Oct. 1, 1994" | Total Original Reinstated| Total Consolidation | Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing onBriefs | Sept. 30, 1995 

SECOND CIRCUIT 1,824 3,987 3,653 334 3,040 229 1,622 348 1,474 1,689 1,186 703 1,671 
CRIMINAL 576 822 749 73 933 90 277 35 242 566 416 150 465 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 91 224 210 14 210 4 77 14 63 129 24 105 105 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 144 362 322 40 344 20 171 15 156 153 103 50 162 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 209 707 657 50 665 6 394 165 229 265 79 186 251 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 664 1,461 1,335 126 1,391 97 683 72 611 611 493 118 734 
BANKRUPTCY 39 109 99 10 96 6 61 2 59 29 20 9 52 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 94 247 226 21 249 6 154 45 109 89 51 38 92 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 7 55 55 : 52 ° 5 . 5 47 . 47 10 
THIRD CIRCUIT 1,866 3,485 3,430 55 3,401 173 1,217 544 673 2,011 598 1,413 1,050 


CRIMINAL 455 589 587 637 27 116 52 64 494 151 343 407 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 

PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


FOURTH CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


FIFTH CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
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Table B-1. (Continued) 


Cases Terminated 
Procedural Terminations on 
Cases Commenced aetna Terminations the Merits 
Cases Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Oral Submission Pending 
of Proceeding Oct. 1, 1994" | Total Original Reinstated| Total Consolidation | Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing onBriefs | Sept. 30, 1995 
SIXTH CIRCUIT 3,351 4,631 4,599 32 4,639 104 2,205 838 1,367 2,240 1,139 1,101 3,343 
CRIMINAL 790 961 951 10 955 51 197 71 126 707 475 232 796 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 137 295 293 2 257 . 88 24 64 169 18 151 175 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 350 365 362 3 400 15 140 46 94 245 109 136 315 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 517 1,160 1,152 8 1,184 14 853 418 435 317 48 269 493 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,238 1,494 1,485 9 1,445 94 775 224 551 576 389 187 1,287 
BANKRUPTCY 98 87 87 . 114 3 57 15 42 54 35 19 71 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 218 230 230 . 251 17 83 32 51 151 63 88 197 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 3 39 39 . 33 . 12 8 4 21 2 19 9 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 2,334 3,112 3,056 56 3,246 307 1,232 241 991 1,707 921 786 2,200 
CRIMINAL 586 580 579 1 654 118 122 34 88 414 292 122 512 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 183 274 263 1 249 8 110 7 103 131 14 117 208 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 170 213 209 4 256 24 86 13 73 146 89 57 127 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 522 842 824 18 821 11 474 121 353 336 54 282 543 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 694 972 961 11 1,030 121 377 58 319 532 397 135 636 
BANKRUPTCY 51 67 65 2 63 4 24 2 22 35 23 12 55 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 124 131 122 9 139 19 36 6 30 84 50 34 116 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 4 33 33 . 34 2 3 . 3 29 2 27 3 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 1,693 3,205 3,201 4 3,153 263 785 378 407 2,105 792 1,313 1,745 
CRIMINAL 357 639 639 . 568 96 61 17 44. 411 187 224 428 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 112 198 198 . 219 12 34 9 25 173 11 162 91 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 206 309 309 : 324 22 80 24 56 222 95 127 191 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 380 962 959 3 985 19 325 237 88 641 118 523 357 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 541 896 895 1 866 98 236 79 157 532 327 205 571 
BANKRUPTCY 48 63 63 . 66 1 14 3 11 41 28 13 45 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 46 86 86 . 72 2 34 8 26 36 24 12 60 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 3 52 52 : 53 3 1 1 - 49 2 47 2 
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Table B-1. (Continued) 


Cases Terminated 
Procedural — Terminations on 
Cases Commenced Rieti Terminations the Merits 
Cases Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Oral Submission Pending 
of Proceeding Oct. 1,1994* | Total Original Reinstated| Total Consolidation | Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing onBriefs | Sept. 30, 1995 

NINTH CIRCUIT 7,083 6,415 6,245 170 8,307 488 3,409 1,266 2,143 4,410 1,869 2,541 7,191 
CRIMINAL 1,647 1,571 1,560 11 1,767 136 372 146 226 1,259 597 662 1,451 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 238 523 508 15 379 11 184 50 134 184 24 160 382 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 843 806 795 11 842 44 316 92 224 482 241 241 807 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 756 1,504 1,482 22 1,438 15 830 495 335 593 100 493 822 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,472 2,581 2,539 42 2,506 227 1,188 297 891 1,091 671 420 2,547 
BANKRUPTCY 341 298 292 6 322 13 164 25 139 145 66 79 317 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 771 921 858 63 849 41 351 160 191 457 164 293 843 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 16 211 211 : 204 1 4 1 3 199 6 193 22 
TENTH CIRCUIT 2,164 2,619 2,602 17 2,758 152 755 248 507 1,851 545 1,306 2,025 
CRIMINAL 477 402 401 1 505 45 65 20 45 395 205 190 374 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 139 250 250 : 249 9 54 16 38 186 9 177 140 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 259 383 380 3 346 14 94 22 72 238 50 188 296 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 388 604 598 6 628 9 159 81 78 460 25 435 364 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 737 793 788 5 813 67 313 72 241 433 219 214 717 
BANKRUPTCY 71 68 66 2 80 6 32 10 22 42 12 30 59 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 88 93 93 - 108 2 31 20 11 75 25 50 73 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 5 26 26 - 29 - 7 7 - 22 . 22 2 
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 6,044 5,948 5,909 39 §,935 340 2,340 1,022 1,318 3,255 1,059 2,196 6,057 
CRIMINAL 2,596 1,587 1,575 12 1,805 116 321 88 233 1,368 443 925 2,378 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 387 403 399 4 416 12 186 38 148 218 17 201 374 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 427 456 451 5 477 29 164 71 93 284 76 208 406 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 905 1,438 1,430 8 1,313 10 880 390 490 423 69 354 1,030 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,446 1,641 1,633 8 1,544 129 662 366 296 753 380 373 1,543 
BANKRUPTCY 142 143 141 2 134 6 58 37 21 70 37 33 151 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 134 176 176 : 151 14 53 18 35 84 34 50 159 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 7 104 104 - 95 24 16 14 2 55 3 52 16 


NOTE: THIS TABLE INCLUDES APPEALS REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED (AFTER BEING TERMINATED DUE TO A PROCEDURAL DEFAULT) AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA 
FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 
* REVISED. 


279 


16 


Table B-1A. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, by Nature of Suit or Offense, in Appeals 
Arising From the U.S. District Courts During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Cases Terminated 
Procedural Terminations on 
Cases Co.nmenced @esen Terminations the Merits 
Cases Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Oral Submission Pending 
of Proceeding Oct. 1, 1994 Total Original Reinstated’| Totai Consolidation | Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing on Briefs Sept. 30, 1995 
TOTAL CASES 32,586 44,365 43,615 750 44,269 1,81 16,536 6,066 469 24,922 10,008 14,014 32,682 
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES 10,217 10,162 9,999 163 10,652 1,035 2,165 622 1,543 7,652 3,686 3,966 9,527 
TOTAL CIVIL CASES 22,369 34,203 33,616 587 33,417 1,777 14,370 5,444 8,926 17,270 6,322 10,948 23,155 
U.S. CASES 5,328 7,919 7,761 158 7,646 381 2,566 658 1,908 4,699 1,274 3,425 5,601 
U.S. PLAINTIFF 738 809 789 20 940 86 431 97 334 423 242 181 607 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 36 26 25 1 40 3 18 1 17 19 10 9 22 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 65 69 67 2 85 9 38 3 35 38 24 14 49 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 10 14 13 1 14 1 7 2 5 6 5 1 10 
OTHER REAL PROP ACTIONS 86 48 47 1 84 9 34 5 29 41 18 23 50 
TORT ACTIONS 11 8 8 : 12 : 6 3 3 6 4 2 7 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 33 46 46 - 40 7 16 1 15 17 13 4 39 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 19 32 32 - 32 3 16 7 9 13 9 4 19 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY 163 197 190 7 197 13 94 38 56 90 38 52 163 
FAIR LABOR STAND ACT 16 14 11 - 19 3 2 - 2 14 10 4 8 
OTHER LABOR 17 26 26 - 31 : 19 3 16 12 11 1 12 
SECUR.,COMMOD., & EXCHG. 25 29 28 1 30 5 17 4 13 8 4 4 24 
TAX SUITS 54 68 67 1 78 6 41 7 34 31 9 22 44 
ALL OTHER 203 235 229 6 278 27 123 23 100 128 87 41 160 
U.S. DEFENDANT 4,590 7,110 6,972 138 6,706 295 2,135 561 1,574 4276 1,032 3,244 4,994 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 136 139 137 2 164 10 60 14 46 94 63 31 111 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 70 97 94 3 93 2 53 17 36 38 19 19 74 
TORT ACTIONS 269 356 352 4 351 23 137 27 110 191 93 98 274 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 255 349 341 8 341 16 108 28 80 217 57 160 263 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 311 549 539 10 500 15 207 88 119 278 59 219 360 
PRISONER PETITIONS: 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SEN 1,251 2,215 2,164 51 1,947 78 528 115 413 1,341 97 1,244 1,519 


HABEAS CORPUS 246 462 452 10 426 11 176 38 138 239 34 205 282 
HABEAS CORPUS—DEATH - - - - : : : : . . ° ° ° 
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Table B-1A. (Continued) 


Cases Terminated 
Procedural Terminations on 
Cases Commenced Cases Terminations the Merits 
Cases Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Oral Submission Pending 
of Proceeding Oct. 1, 1994 Total Original Reinstated’| Total Consolidation} Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing onBriefs | Sept. 30, 1995 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 258 555 546 9 529 19 232 80 182 278 11 267 284 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 126 225 222 3 222 1 60 18 42 181 5 146 129 
LABOR SUITS 45 55 54 1 57 5 13 4 9 39 26 13 43 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS 695 925 912 13 903 4 151 42 109 748 188 560 717 
TAX SUITS 230 270 264 6 298 18 106 13 93 174 84 90 202 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 96 110 106 4 112 22 28 6 22 62 53 9 94 
FREEDOM OF INFOR. ACT 74 81 80 1 75 . 27 9 18 48 15 33 80 
ALL OTHER 528 722 709 13 688 61 249 62 187 378 228 150 562 
PRIVATE CASES 17,041 26,284 25,855 429 26,771 1,306 11,804 4,786 7,018 12,571 5,048 7,523 17,564 
FEDERAL QUESTION 13,496 22,496 22,143 353 21,822 991 10,218 4,455 5,763 10,613 3,684 6,929 14,170 
MARINE CONTRACT 100 110 108 2 112 12 42 7 35 58 45 13 98 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 520 468 465 3 534 60 242 58 184 232 157 75 454 
EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 49 135 134 1 84 4 44 21 23 36 21 15 100 
MARINE INJURY 125 162 159 3 165 11 73 13 60 81 53 28 122 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS 396 516 508 8 514 43 240 96 144 231 131 100 398 
ANTITRUST 200 164 163 1 218 26 77 21 56 115 101 14 146 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 1,536 2,304 2,273 31 2,145 148 857 224 633 1,140 570 570 1,695 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 2,466 3,697 3,619 78 3,600 194 1,484 503 981 1,922 852 1,070 2,563 
PRISONER PETITIONS: 
HABEAS CORPUS 2,027 3,799 3,727 72 3,836 28 2,384 1,951 433 1,424 349 1,075 1,990 
HABEAS CORPUS—DEATH 108 128 128 . 121 16 14 14 . 91 60 31 115 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 3,292 7,528 7,439 89 7,170 134 3,371 1,216 2,155 3,665 243 3,422 3,650 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 37 69 67 2 67 - 24 7 17 43 2 41 39 
LABOR MGMT. RELAT. ACT 221 246 240 6 249 20 91 20 71 138 90 48 218 
OTHER LABOR 743 1,030 1,020 ; 924 79 370 60 310 475 325 150 849 
CPYRGHT,PATENT & TROMRK 303 443 426 17 405 36 206 41 165 163 132 31 341 
SECUR., COMMOD. & EXCHG. 215 224 214 10 228 32 96 22 74 100 82 18 211 
CONST. OF STATE STATS. 95 123 121 2 116 1 32 11 21 73 48 25 102 
ALL OTHER 1,063 1,350 1,332 18 1,334 137 571 170 401 626 423 203 1,079 
DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 3,511 3,753 3,678 75 3,903 404 1,564 324 1,240 1,935 1,354 581 3,361 
INSURANCE 635 766 757 g 766 76 289 54 235 401 302 99 635 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 1,227 1,417 1,378 39 1,532 160 649 122 527 723 536 187 1,112 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 82 108 107 1 96 4 40 14 26 52 36 16 94 
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Table B-1A. (Continued) 


Cases Terminated 
Procedural Terminations on 
Cases Commenced Saint Terminations the Merits 
Cases Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Oral Submission Pending 
of Proceeding Oct. 1, 1904 Total Original Reinstated’| Total Consolidation | Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing on Briets | Sept. 30, 1905 

PERSONAL INJURY/PROD. 

LIABILITY 706 411 404 7 420 85 126 24 102 209 148 61 697 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 603 816 799 17 786 51 339 75 264 396 242 154 633 
PERSONAL PROP. DAMAGE 186 187 185 2 212 18 83 17 66 11 73 38 161 
ALL OTHER 72 48 48 . 91 10 38 18 20 43 17 26 29 

GENERAL LOCAL JURISDICTION 34 35 34 1 46 1 22 7 15 23 10 13 23 

CONTRACT ACTIONS 11 8 7 1 18 1 6 3 3 11 5 6 1 

REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 1 7 7 . 3 . 2 . 2 1 1 5 

TORT ACTIONS 14 1 1 . 15 . 10 3 7 5 4 1 10 

PRISONER PETITIONS . . . . . . . . . . , . 

ALL OTHER 8 9 9 . 10 . 4 1 3 6 1 5 7 
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES 10,217 10,162 9,900 163 10,662 1,035 2,166 622 1,543 7,652 3,686 3,966 9,627 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE, TOTAL 100 114 112 2 75 9 17 3 14 49 31 18 139 

MURDER, FIRST DEGREE 74 77 76 1 45 6 8 1 7 31 23 8 106 

OTHER HOMICIDE 26 37 36 1 30 3 9 2 7 18 8 10 33 

ROBBERY, TOTAL 459 336 334 2 474 38 67 16 51 369 154 215 323 

BANK 435 315 313 2 453 35 65 16 49 353 147 206 297 

OTHER ROBBERY 24 21 21 21 3 2 2 16 7 4 24 
ASSAULT 80 103 103 101 4 15 4 11 82 38 44 82 
BURGLARY 17 17 17 22 1 2 1 1 19 7 12 12 
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL 263 250 248 2 298 19 49 13 36 230 130 100 215 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 96 76 76 88 3 17 5 12 68 50 18 84 

TRANSPORTATION, ETC. OF 

STOLEN PROPERTY 60 70 68 2 71 6 10 3 7 55 28 27 59 
POSTAL 39 28 28 51 5 8 3 5 38 17 21 16 
OTHER LARCENY AND THEFT 68 76 76 88 5 14 2 12 69 35 34 56 

EMBEZZLEMENT 86 114 111 3 101 4 29 4 25 68 42 26 99 
FRAUD, TOTAL 1,174 1,180 1,162 18 1,345 125 344 94 250 876 483 393 1,009 

INCOME TAX 108 103 101 2 132 10 27 7 20 95 56 39 79 

POSTAL AND INTERSTATE 

WIRE, RADIO, ETC. 334 373 368 5 397 44 111 42 69 242 136 106 310 
LENDING AND CREDIT 254 220 218 2 301 35 74 21 53 192 113 79 173 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATMNTS. 125 121 119 2 160 15 37 9 28 108 53 55 86 
OTHER FRAUD 353 363 356 7 355 21 95 15 80 239 125 114 361 
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Table B-1A. (Continued) 


Cases Terminated 
Procedural Terminations on 
Cases Commenced Cases Terminations the Merits 
Cases [| Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Oral Submission Pending 
of Proceeding Oct. 1, 1994 | Total Original Reinstated’| Total Consolidation | Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing onBriefs | Sept. 30, 1995 
AUTO THEFT 112 92 92 . 121 1 14 4 10 96 43 53 83 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 104 132 131 1 135 5 26 13 13 104 36 68 101 
SEX OFFENSES 59 88 87 1 78 1 12 3 9g 65 40 25 69 
DRUGS 5,431 4,499 4,417 82 5,181 587 921 252 669 3,673 1,769 1,904 4,749 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES 
TOTAL 1,459 1,543 1,528 15 1,624 119 275 64 211 1,230 555 675 1,378 
BRIBERY 43 49 47 2 50 3 13 4 9 34 15 19 42 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING 
AND THREATS 140 122 121 1 150 13 30 5 25 107 57 50 112 
GAMBLING, LOTTERY 6 14 14 - 7 1 1 . 1 5 4 1 13 
KIDNAPPING 48 56 56 . 45 11 5 1 4 29 15 14 59 
FIREARMS, WEAPONS 980 1,034 1,023 11 1,108 57 173 37 136 878 379 499 906 
ESCAPE 85 93 92 1 103 18 14 2 12 71 23 48 75 
PERJURY 16 29 29 : 25 3 6 3 3 16 10 20 
DRUNK DRIVING/TRAFFIC 11 25 25 : 19 . 7 3 4 12 5 7 17 
OTHER MISCELLANEOUS 
GENERAL OFFENSES 130 121 121 . 117 13 26 q 17 78 47 31 134 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 183 277 275 2 254 14 54 24 30 186 57 129 206 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 690 1,417 1,382 35 1,043 98 340 127 213 605 301 304 1,064 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 18 22 22 . 24 . 14 4 10 10 8 2 16 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 6 5 5 - 10 3 5 - 5 2 2 1 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 19 21 21 : 24 1 5 : 5 18 9 Q 16 
CIVIL RIGHTS 23 23 23 : 24 1 6 6 - 17 11 6 22 
WITNESS INTIMIDATION 58 61 61 . 65 10 11 5 6 44 33 11 54 
EXPLOSIVES/NON-VESSEL 63 63 62 1 70 5 18 10 8 47 27 20 56 
OTHER 503 1,222 1,188 34 826 78 281 102 179 467 211 256 899 


NOTE: THIS TABLE INCLUDES REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 
“INCLUDES ONLY APPEALS REINSTATED AFTER BEING TERMINATED DUE TO PROCEDURAL DEFAULTS. 
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Table B-2. 
Petitions for Review on Writ of Certiorari to the Supreme Court Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Terminated 
Pending 
Circuit and Nature Pending September 30, 
of Proceeding October 1, 1994° Filed Granted Denied Dismissed 1995 

Total 2,112 5,014 110 §,117 22 1,877 
Criminal 905 2,162 14 2,317 3 733 
U.S. Civil 232 571 13 523 6 261 
Private Civil 918 2,150 73 2,170 13 812 
Administrative Appeals 57 131 10 107 . 71 
DC Circuit 21 115 5 108 0 23 
Criminal 8 52 2 54 . 4 
U.S. Civil 6 27 3 27 . 3 
Private Civil 4 19 17 . 6 
Administrative Appeals 3 17 10 10 
1st Circuit 79 133 10 135 0 67 
Criminal 25 54 2 57 . 20 
U.S. Civil 16 13 . 13 16 
Private Civil 36 62 8 61 29 
Administrative Appeals 2 4 - 4 2 
2nd Circuit 184 294 12 363 0 103 
Criminal 91 93 - 149 . 35 
U.S. Civil 23 57 4 56 . 20 
Private Civil 67 139 8 152 . 46 
Administrative Appeals 3 5 - 6 . 2 
3rd Circuit 136 258 7 348 1 38 
Criminal 50 106 2 144 10 
U.S. Civil 9 31 1 36 3 
Private Civil 77 119 4 166 1 25 

Administrative Appeals - 2 : 2 
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Table B-2. (Continued) 


Terminated Pending 
Circuit and Nature Pending September 30, 
of Proceeding October 1, 1994° Filed Granted Denied Dismissed 1995 

4th Circuit 161 564 10 567 1 147 
Criminal 68 261 - 281 48 
U.S. Civil 12 92 1 85 : 18 
Private Civil 73 197 7 189 1 73 
Administrative Appeals 8 14 2 12 8 

Sth Circuit 322 657 10 748 6 215 
Criminal 136 266 - 329 1 72 
U.S. Civil 15 42 1 35 1 20 
Private Civil 163 337 8 371 4 117 
Administrative Appeals 8 12 1 13 6 

6th Circuit 208 460 5 469 4 190 
Criminal 107 198 2 226 - 7 
U.S. Civil 22 50 . 51 2 19 
Private Civil 73 207 3 184 2 91 
Administrative Appeals 6 5 - 8 3 

Tth Circuit 143 343 11 371 7 97 
Criminal 35 145 2 130 2 46 
U.S. Civil 20 34 - 44 3 7 
Private Civil 86 152 6 187 2 43 
Administrative Appeals 2 12 3 10 1 

8th Circuit 16 265 18 132 0 131 
Criminal 7 74 1 45 35 
U.S. Civil 6 39 2 14 29 
Private Civil 3 150 13 73 67 
Administrative Appeals - 2 2 - 
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Table B-2. (Continued) 


Terminated Pending 
Circuit and Nature Pending September 30, 

of Proceeding October 1, 1994* Filed Granted Denied Dismissed 1995 
9th Circuit 513 934 11 948 0 488 
Criminal 207 380 1 391 - 195 
U.S. Civil 81 98 - 94 . 85 
Private Civil 201 414 8 435 - 172 
Administrative Appeals 24 42 2 28 - 36 
10th Circuit 116 332 7 311 0 130 
Criminal 53 117 1 137 - 32 
U.S. Civil 15 57 1 38 33 
Private Civil 47 149 5 127 64 
Administrative Appeals 1 9 . 9 : 1 
11th Circuit 213 659 4 617 3 248 
Criminal 118 416 1 374 . 159 
U.S. Civil 7 31 - 30 . 8 
Private Civil 88 205 3 208 3 79 
Administrative Appeals - 7 - 5 - 2 


NOTE: ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS INCLUDE APPLICATIONS FOR ENFORCEMENT OR PETITIONS FOR REVIEW OF ORDERS OF ADMINISTRATIVE BOARDS OR AGENCIES. THIS TABLE DOES NOT 
INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 
“REVISED. 
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Table B-3. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals—Source of Appeals and Original Proceedings Commenced, by Circuit, 


For the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1991, Through 1995 


Source 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 
TOTAL APPEALS 43,023 47,013 50,224 48,322 50,072 
US DISTRICT COURTS 38,278 41,543 44,236 42,983 44,365 
BANKRUPTCY 1,277 1,637 1,388 1,382 1,667 
ADMIN. AGENCIES, TOTAL 2,859 3,235 3,928 3,369 3,295 
US TAX CT 476 389 524 397 390 
LABR 30 43 20 39 41 
FCC 142 179 318 175 157 
FERC 220 233 449 458 222 
FTC 3 ° 3 4 5 
NLRB 495 606 600 481 533 
EPA 126 101 131 125 133 
ICC 48 39 31 31 29 
INS 673 908 1,114 983 1,180 
OTHER ADMIN. AGENCIES 646 737 738 676 605 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 609 598 672 588 745 
DC CIRCUIT 1,622 1,723 1,791 1,770 1,625 
US DISTRICT COURTS 960 1,023 896 850 923 
BANKRUPTCY 6 2 9 13 11 
US TAX COURT 6 17 7 5 9 
NLRB 41 30 32 29 43 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 582 602 799 810 565 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 27 49 48 63 74 
1ST CIRCUIT 1,282 1,532 1,417 1,370 1,339 
ME 150 163 145 109 149 
MA 473 611 568 559 582 
NH 87 118 150 126 95 
RI 153 190 165 133 158 
PR 330 332 258 334 236 
BANKRUPTCY 28 20 21 26 31 
US TAX COURT 7 8 11 1 4 
NLRB 17 30 31 19 22 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 26 51 51 51 54 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 11 9 17 12 8 
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Table B-3. (Continued) 


Source 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 

2ND CIRCUIT 3,535 4,165 4,321 3,986 3,987 
CT 308 338 359 394 365 
NY,N 315 337 406 328 396 
NY,E 654 1,116 1,048 833 947 
NY,S 1,499 1,584 1,575 1,613 1,488 
NY,W 243 281 305 290 278 
VT 93 103 110 110 102 
BANKRUPTCY 113 109 147 113 109 
US TAX COURT 111 51 41 | 49 35 
NLRB 68 93 92 87 81 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 86 109 162 128 131 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 45 44 76 41 55 

3RD CIRCUIT 3,056 3,301 3,599 3,675 3,485 
DE 121 152 185 143 106 
NJ 671 685 763 788 849 
PAE 1,048 1,034 1,220 1,285 1,105 
PAM 323 382 474 461 446 
PA.W 512 584 506 564 560 
vi 98 123 125 147 87 
BANKRUPTCY 102 105 102 92 84 
US TAX COURT 44 20 26 20 40 
NLRB 43 74 66 60 68 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 60 99 100 73 97 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 34 43 32 42 43 

4TH CIRCUIT 3,423 3,943 4,390 3,994 5,193 
MD 625 715 937 652 757 
NC,E 291 346 381 433 506 
NC,.M 200 231 230 198 285 
NC,W 180 145 235 192 262 
sc 321 317 432 451 595 
VA,E 892 907 979 998 1,161 
VA,W 300 332 322 413 493 
WV,N 94 117 151 108 169 
WV,S 168 199 237 188 164 
BANKRUPTCY 103 361 144 106 544 
US TAX COURT 13 18 38 26 25 
NLRB 46 49 66 43 49 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 170 190 223 172 166 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 20 16 IF 15 14 17 
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S Table B-3. (Continued) 


Source 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 
5TH CIRCUIT 5,952 6,382 6,657 6,264 6,513 
LA,E 824 836 723 603 604 
LA,M 210 224 189 150 185 
LA,W 333 419 397 407 475 
MS,N 167 201 146 159 199 
MS,S 254 262 305 343 345 
TX,N 877 999 1,143 1,191 1,179 
TX,E 467 530 883 564 635 
TX,S 1,207 1,320 1,240 1,320 1,467 
TX,W 1,036 928 945 932 910 
BANKRUPTCY 204 259 211 167 162 
US TAX COURT 53 30 35 40 31 
NLRB 27 16 37 16 15 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 174 261 299 297 223 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 119 97 104 75 83 
6TH CIRCUIT 4,181 4,590 4,826 4,438 4,631 
KY,E 352 363 306 306 375 
KY,W 272 246 304 258 272 
MIE 1,010 1,156 1,098 943 1,014 
MI,W 380 341 438 458 433 
OH,N 601 617 648 636 728 
OH,S 471 578 595 555 500 
TN,E 301 307 277 273 284 
™N,M 225 246 265 266 270 
TN,W 268 336 449 385 399 
BANKRUPTCY 103 111 96 105 87 
US TAX COURT 30 35 34 21 20 
NLRB 76 116 111 78 99 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 60 102 167 121 111 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 32 36 38 33 39 
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Table B-3. (Continued) 


Source 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 

7TH CIRCUIT 3,029 3,106 3,235 3,096 3,112 
IL,N 1,109 1,078 1,191 1,117 1,128 
IL,C 308 282 312 345 262 
IL,S 205 261 258 255 281 
IN,N 298 272 305 306 333 
IN,S 309 344 350 289 330 
WIE 313 301 309 312 329 
WI,W 202 242 266 238 218 
BANKRUPTCY 99 101 82 70 67 
US TAX COURT 21 26 24 18 14 
NLRB 52 55 42 38 44 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 94 116 77 85 73 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 19 28 19 23 33 

8TH CIRCUIT 2,791 2,917 3,178 3,193 3,205 
AR,E 376 395 433 419 417 
AR,W 126 130 135 171 147 
1A,N 114 90 110 114 115 
|A,S 199 236 233 235 272 
MN 406 408 425 437 433 
MO,E 571 500 611 641 654 
MO,W 454 516 533 541 559 
NE 177 177 225 200 192 
ND 59 102 100 82 70 
SD 101 142 176 151 145 
BANKRUPTCY 96 82 61 76 63 
US TAX COURT 21 20 14 20 13 
NLRB 25 48 36 30 30 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 30 39 58 45 43 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 36 32 28 31 52 
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Table B-3. (Continued) 


Source 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 

9TH CIRCUIT 7,257 8,013 8,514 8,092 8,415 
AK 134 140 182 170 183 
AZ 597 740 768 720 684 
CA,N 889 860 916 910 796 
CA,E 440 467 510 529 707 
CA,C 1,589 1,927 2,033 1,883 1,871 
CA,S 473 526 554 421 538 
HI 203 194 214 207 210 
ID 96 118 85 137 142 
MT 209 160 137 189 184 
NV 377 421 525 427 484 
OR 525 549 586 554 517 
WA,E 164 187 186 199 185 
WA,W 452 506 447 429 436 
GUAM 48 40 48 56 32 
NMI 12 8 16 13 16 
BANKRUPTCY 242 309 314 334 298 
US TAX COURT 119 114 223 145 149 
NLRB 60 61 59 63 63 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 468 531 528 530 709 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 160 155 183 176 211 

10TH CIRCUIT 2,381 2,394 2,657 2,714 2,619 
co 432 366 453 555 528 
KS 385 435 431 407 426 
NM 308 278 366 275 287 
OK,N 194 256 266 249 267 
OK,E 128 134 137 158 190 
OK,W 408 410 401 457 447 
UT 211 232 232 251 210 
WY 77 71 118 123 77 
BANKRUPTCY 92 88 101 99 68 
US TAX COURT 25 15 29 25 25 
NLRB 23 11 13 10 12 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 68 65 83 78 56 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 30 33 27 27 26 
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Table B-3. (Continued) 


Source 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 
11TH CIRCUIT 4,514 4,947 5,639 5,730 5,948 
AL,N 425 423 425 520 466 
AL,M 235 362 329 347 357 
AL,S 277 278 276 289 268 
FL,N 246 290 356 377 433 
FL,M 895 953 1,104 1,158 1,138 
FL,S 1,073 1,135 1,267 1,234 1,381 
GA,N 681 704 840 882 962 
GA,M 210 253 260 284 270 
GA,S 194 270 283 271 250 
BANKRUPTCY 89 90 100 181 143 
US TAX COURT 26 35 42 27 25 
NLRB 17 23 15 8 7 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 70 75 257 101 144 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 76 56 85 51 104 


NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 
FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 
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Table B-3A. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Sources of Appeals in Civil and Criminal Cases 
From U.S. District Courts During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Appeals Commenced Appeals Disposed of 
Circuit and District Total Civil Criminal Total Civil Criminal 

TOTAL 44,365 34,203 10,162 44,269 33,417 10,852 
DC 923 768 155 929 696 233 

1ST CIRCUIT 1,220 831 389 1,240 860 380 
ME 149 97 52 143 103 40 
MA 582 454 128 571 441 130 
NH 95 64 31 107 80 27 
Ri 158 92 66 150 82 68 
PR 236 124 112 269 154 115 

2ND CIRCUIT 3,576 2,754 822 3,543 2,610 933 
CT 365 298 67 408 326 82 
NY,N 396 318 78 365 280 85 
NY,E 947 592 355 838 481 357 
NY,S 1,488 1,245 243 1,558 1,237 321 
NY,W 278 232 46 267 222 45 
VT 102 69 33 107 64 43 

3RD CIRCUIT 3,153 2,564 589 3,110 2,473 637 
DE 106 78 28 135 102 33 
NJ 849 671 178 768 591 177 
PA,E 1,105 893 212 1,090 892 198 
PA,M 446 375 71 429 352 77 
PA,W 560 482 78 539 469 70 
VI 87 65 22 149 67 82 

4TH CIRCUIT 4,392 3,378 1,014 4,268 3,276 992 
MD 757 641 116 773 663 110 
NC,E 506 396 110 459 346 113 
NC,M 285 170 115 249 139 110 
NC,W 262 134 128 223 125 98 
SC 595 485 110 545 440 105 
VA,E 1,161 927 234 1,190 953 237 
VA,W 493 414 79 497 403 94 
WV,N 169 97 72 136 78 58 
WV,S 164 114 196 129 67 
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Table B-3A. (Continued) 


Appeals Commenced Appeals Disposed of 
Circuit and District Total Civil Criminal Total Civil Criminal 
5TH CIRCUIT 5,999 4,546 1,453 5,938 4,515 1,423 
LA,E 604 488 116 627 521 106 
LA,M 185 165 20 168 156 12 
LA,W 475 387 88 447 367 80 
MS,N 199 156 43 172 139 33 
MS,S 345 293 52 337 290 47 
TX,N 1,179 840 339 1,250 902 348 
TX,E 635 468 167 629 466 163 
TX,S 1,467 1,120 347 1,460 1,077 383 
TX,W 910 629 281 848 597 251 
6TH CIRCUIT 4,275 3,314 961 4,241 3,286 955 
KY,E 375 292 83 299 
KY,W 272 220 52 278 
MI,E 1,014 785 229 1,009 
MI,W 433 346 87 461 
OH,N 728 604 124 704 
OH,S 500 426 74 542 
T™N,E 284 181 103 245 
TN,M 270 215 55 289 
™N,W 399 245 154 414 
7TH CIRCUIT 2,881 2,301 580 3,010 
IL,N 1,128 919 209 1,232 
IL,C 262 188 74 315 
IL,S 281 208 73 277 
IN,N 333 292 41 315 
IN,S 330 286 44 3114 
WIE 329 235 94 322 
WI,W 218 173 45 238 
8TH CIRCUIT 3,004 2,365 639 2,962 
AR,E 417 358 59 405 
AR,W 147 124 23 168 
1A,N 115 78 37 102 
1A,S 272 227 45 254 
MN 433 302 131 449 
MO,E 654 507 147 638 
MO,W 559 465 94 516 
NE 192 145 47 210 
ND 70 55 15 82 
SD 145 104 41 138 
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Table B-3A. (Continued) 


Appeals Commenced Appeals Disposed of 
Circuit and District Total Civil Criminal Total Civil Criminal 

9TH CIRCUIT 6,985 5,414 1,571 6,932 5,165 1,767 
AK 183 126 57 166 135 31 
AZ 684 529 155 723 524 199 
CA,N 796 682 114 906 778 128 
CA,E 707 580 127 567 438 129 
CA,C 1,871 1,453 418 1,915 1,390 525 
CA,S 538 363 175 484 298 186 
HI 210 164 46 184 130 54 
ID 142 99 43 135 100 35 
MT 184 133 51 170 112 58 
NV 484 391 93 524 424 100 
OR 517 407 110 540 396 144 
WA,E 185 117 68 170 113 57 
WA,W 436 341 95 399 301 98 
GUAM 32 15 17 41 20 21 
NMI 16 14 2 8 6 2 

10TH CIRCUIT 2,432 2,030 402 2,541 2,036 505 
co 528 482 46 595 511 84 
KS 426 338 88 399 314 85 
NM 287 219 68 269 184 85 
OK,N 267 222 45 255 204 51 
OK,E 190 171 19 190 169 21 
OK,W 447 373 74 485 403 82 
UT 210 172 38 251 184 67 
WY 77 53 24 97 67 30 

11TH CIRCUIT 5,525 3,938 1,587 5,555 3,750 1,805 
AL,N 466 417 49 434 378 56 
AL,M 357 288 69 302 238 64 
AL,S 268 158 110 281 170 111 
FL,N 433 284 149 432 265 167 
FL,M 1,138 831 307 1,295 903 392 
FL,S 1,381 823 558 1,372 741 631 
GA,N 962 752 210 885 659 226 
GA,M 270 204 66 267 191 76 
GA,S 250 181 69 287 205 82 


NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED. AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR 


THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
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Table B-4. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Median Time Intervals in Cases Terminated After Hearing or Submission 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 
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From Filing of 
“oe » Last Brief to From Hearing From Submission ""ieuee a » aA, 9 
Appeal to Hearing or to Final to Final Appeal to Final to Final Disposition 
Filing Last Brief Submission Disposition Disposition Disposition in Appellate Court 
Total 
Circuit Cases Cases Interval Cases | interval Cases | interval Cases Interval Cases interval Cases interval 

ALL CASES 

TOTAL 27,772 20,089 5.0 21,350 3.6 11,080 2.2 16,692 9 25,561 10.4 25,561 24.9 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 703 305 11.6 453 2.1 396 1.8 307 7 485 12.8 485 28.5 
FIRST 786 651 4.1 674 1.4 498 2.8 288 2.3 745 8.8 745 25.5 
SECOND 1,889 1,334 3.5 1,387 3.5 1,186 6 703 3 1,753 8.4 1,753 25.3 
THIRD 2,011 1,524 3.6 1,582 1.6 598 1.8 1,413 2.1 1,873 7.8 1,873 21.7 
FOURTH 3,009 1,176 4.6 1,260 3.7 842 2.5 2,167 g 2,817 8.2 2,817 20.3 
FIFTH 3,806 2,895 5.2 3,030 2.7 1,235 2.1 2,571 1.0 3,582 9.3 3,582 23.0 
SIXTH 2,240 1,898 4.6 2,003 4.6 1,139 2.0 1,101 1.3 2,068 12.2 2,068 25.9 
SEVENTH 1,707 1,278 4.4 1,341 2.6 9?" 2.5 786 4 1,594 11.1 1,594 24.5 
EIGHTH 2,105 1,417 3.3 1,452 3.3 792 2.7 1,313 3 2,020 7.7 2,020 20.8 
NINTH 4,410 3,161 5.4 3,573 5.7 1,869 1.8 2,541 2 3,754 14.3 3,754 28.5 
TENTH 1,851 1,606 4.3 1,673 2.9 545 2.9 1,306 1.5 1,754 9.9 1,754 23.0 
ELEVENTH 3,255 2,844 8.0 2,922 4.4 1,059 2.0 2,196 1.7 3,116 15.1 3,116 30.7 
PRISONER PETITIONS 

TOTAL 7,242 4,000 46 4,000 3.3 801 1.9 6,441 9 7,242 7.6 7,242 19.8 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 71 13 8.4 13 1.4 6 5 65 7 71 6.5 71 15.2 
FIRST 89 69 3.9 69 6 21 1.9 68 3.3 89 8.0 8y 17.5 
SECOND 394 195 3.6 195 3.6 103 4 291 4 394 69 394 18.6 
THIRD 491 283 3.3 283 1.1 24 1.4 467 1.1 491 5.2 491 14.9 
FOURTH 1,299 52 4.4 52 3.0 41 3.0 1,258 g 1,299 4.9 1,299 16.7 
FIFTH 1,067 612 4.4 612 2.5 99 1.5 968 « 1,067 6.8 1,067 17.7 
SIXTH 486 396 3.7 396 3.0 66 1.8 420 1.3 486 8.2 486 19.1 
SEVENTH 467 289 6.1 289 8.4 68 2.1 399 3 467 12.7 467 22.4 
EIGHTH 814 366 3.8 366 3.5 129 2.5 685 3 814 5.3 814 18.3 
NINTH 777 618 5.1 618 4.7 124 1.7 653 2 777 10.7 777 26.0 
TENTH 646 546 3.4 546 1.7 34 2.6 612 1.1 646 7.6 646 16.6 
ELEVENTH 641 561 7.5 561 4.2 86 2.4 555 1.7 641 14.1 641 29.9 
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Table B-4. (Continued) . 
From Filing of 2 
MNoticeat | LastBriefto | FromHearing | FromSubmission |  Frommfiing of Rm ~ B 
Appeal to Hearing or to Final to Final Appeal to Final to Final Disposition 
Filing Last Brief Submission Disposition Disposition Disposition in Appellate Court 
Total 
Circuit Cases Cases interval Cases | interval Cases | interval Cases Interval Cases interval Cases Interval 

OTHER CIVIL 

TOTAL 10,028 8,521 4.5 6,821 3.9 §,621 2.4 4,507 1.2 10,028 11.2 10,028 29.1 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 273 163 11.6 163 1.7 151 2.0 122 7 273 12.7 273 28.8 
FIRST 387 342 3.4 342 1.3 257 2.8 130 2.6 387 7.9 387 28.0 
SECOND 764 609 3.4 609 3.3 596 4 168 4 764 8.4 764 27.4 
THIRD 840 730 3.4 730 2.5 366 1.9 474 2.2 840 8.1 840 25.9 
FOURTH 825 502 3.7 502 3.9 443 2.6 382 9 825 10.5 825 24.1 
FIFTH 1,405 1,291 4.6 1,291 3.5 665 2.3 740 1.5 1,405 10.3 1,405 28.6 
SIXTH 821 788 4.1 788 8.2 498 2.3 323 1.4 821 14.5 821 31.6 
SEVENTH 678 593 3.8 593 2.3 486 2.6 192 4 678 10.1 678 28.8 
EIGHTH 754 629 3.3 629 3.6 422 Pa: 332 4 754 9.0 754 26.7 
NINTH 1,573 1,287 5.3 1,287 10.0 912 2.2 661 3 1,573 18.4 1,573 33.4 
TENTH 671 637 4.2 637 4.2 269 3.3 402 2.0 671 11.3 671 28.0 
ELEVENTH 1,037 950 6.0 950 4.6 456 1.6 581 1.8 1,037 13.1 1,037 31.8 
CRIMINAL 

TOTAL 7,652 7,040 6.1 7,040 3.4 3,686 2.0 9,966 1.0 7,652 12.0 7,652 24.1 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 138 126 12.5 126 2.3 90 1.2 48 1.1 138 17.9 138 32.7 
FIRST 250 223 6.7 223 1.6 194 3.0 56 1.3 250 11.5 250 25.5 
SECOND 566 510 3.9 510 3.7 416 5 150 4 566 9.4 566 27.1 
THIRD 494 472 4.5 472 1.4 151 1.3 343 2.6 494 3.8 494 21.6 
FOURTH 646 586 5.3 586 3.5 268 2.3 378 9g 646 11.8 646 21.3 
FIFTH 1,004 897 7.1 897 2.4 368 1.9 636 a 1.004 11.0 1,004 21.6 
SIXTH 707 664 5.6 664 4.0 475 1.7 232 1.8 707 11.9 707 24.2 
SEVENTH 414 363 4.8 363 2.1 292 2.3 122 3 414 10.8 414 22.8 
EIGHTH 411 385 3.0 385 2.5 187 2.6 224 4 411 7.6 411 16.9 
NINTH 1,259 1,160 5.8 1,160 4.4 597 1.6 662 3 1,259 12.5 1,259 24.6 
TENTH 395 384 6.0 384 2.3 205 2.5 190 1.1 395 11.1 395 21.7 
ELEVENTH 1,368 1,270 10.8 1,270 4.2 443 2.7 925 1.7 1,368 18.2 1,368 30.9 
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Table B-4. (Continued) 


Fi From Filing of rom Filin 
. - Last Brief to From Hearing From Submission ones » A... Court 
Appeal to Hearing or to Final to Final Appeal to Final to Final Disposition 
Filing Last Brief Submission Disposition Disposition Disposition in Appellate Court 
Total 
Circuit Cases Cases Interval Cases | Interval Cases | Interval Cases interval Cases Interval Cases interval 

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY 

TOTAL 1,585 : 7 1,259 41 704 2.0 881 7 - . - - 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 165 . . 148 2.1 147 1.9 18 9 
FIRST 32 . . 23 1.4 15 2.5 17 4 
SECOND 89 . . 53 3.2 51 4 38 A . . . 
THIRD 95 . . 58 1.5 28 2.1 67 1.3 . . . 
FOURTH 176 . . 84 4.2 57 2.3 119 1.1 
FIFTH i41 . . 135 1.4 46 1.5 95 1.4 
SIXTH 151 . : 105 8.3 63 2.4 88 9 
SEVENTH 84 . . 63 2.3 50 2.4 34 9 
EIGHTH 36 . . 35 4.2 24 2.4 12 2 
NINTH 457 : : 412 11.1 164 1.6 293 2 . . . 
TENTH 75 . . 67 3.9 25 2.9 50 1.8 - . . 
ELEVENTH 84 . . 76 4.2 34 1.3 50 1.7 

BANKRUPTCY 

TOTAL 639 5286. 4.0 528 4.2 338 2.1 301 1.5 639 11.3 639 21.4 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 3 3 5.9 3 2.4 2 2 1 8 3 10.6 3 17.4 
FIRST 19 17 2.7 17 1.1 11 2.0 8 2.0 19 6.9 19 22.3 
SECOND 29 20 3.2 20 2.3 20 6 9 5 29 7.2 29 15.2 
THIRD 48 39 3.0 39 1.5 17 1.4 31 2.1 48 6.8 48 12.1 
FOURTH 47 36 3.0 36 3.6 31 2.3 16 2.9 47 9.5 47 17.3 
FIFTH 106 95 4.1 95 3.5 56 1.8 50 1.8 106 9.8 106 19.7 
SIXTH 54 50 3.9 50 8.1 35 1.9 19 1.3 54 15.4 54 23.9 
SEVENTH 35 33 3.5 33 2.7 23 2.8 12 4 35 10.3 35 17.6 
EIGHTH 41 37 3.0 37 41 28 3.2 13 4 41 9.9 41 16.3 
NINTH 145 96 4.6 9 118 66 1.8 79 4 145 18.4 145 29.0 
TENTH 42 39 3.6 39 2.9 12 2.7 30 2.6 42 10.2 42 20.3 
ELEVENTH 70 63 5.2 63 4.4 37 1.7 33 1.5 70 11.5 70 24.2 


NOTE: THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 
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Table B-5. 
U.S. Courts of Appeais—Appeals Terminated on the Merits, by Circuit, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Terminations on the Merits 
Total Percent 
Circuit and Nature Appeals of Total Aftirmed/ Percent 
of Proceeding Terminated' Terminations Total Enforced Dismissed Reversed Remanded Other Reversed? 

ALL CIRCUITS 49,805 §5.8 27,772 22,575 1,741 2,560 673 223 9.3 
CRIMINAL 10,852 70.5 7,652 6,585 285 502 213 67 6.6 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 3,134 64.3 2,016 1,764 156 28 4 3.2 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 4,512 59.5 2,683 2,094 134 360 84 11 13.4 
FRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 11,199 46.7 5,226 4,252 548 310 88 28 5.9 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 14,572 50.4 7,345 5,783 310 1,037 155 60 14.1 
BANKRUPTCY 1,546 41.3 639 492 46 86 6 9 13.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 3,264 48.6 1,585 1,042 232 168 99 44 10.6 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 726 86.2 626 563 30 33 . . : 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,670 42.1 703 563 14 86 32 8 13.2 
CRIMINAL 233 59.2 138 121 2 10 5 - 7.2 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 96 47.9 46 42 . 1 2 1 2.2 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 330 52.4 173 139 2 21 11 - 12.1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 49 51.0 25 23 - . 1 1 . 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 221 45.2 100 77 - 17 5 1 17.0 
BANKRUPTCY 10 30.0 3 3 . . . . 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 661 25.0 165 113 2 37 8 5 22.4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 70 75.7 53 45 8 : : - . 

FIRST CIRCUIT 1,343 §8.5 786 584 41 79 65 17 10.2 
CRIMINAL 380 65.8 250 186 19 28 17 . 11.2 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 63 77.8 49 44 2 . 2 1 - 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 146 61.6 90 63 6 11 10 . 12.2 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 90 44.4 40 28 1 4 4 3 10.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 561 52.9 297 221 11 34 29 2 11.4 
BANKRUPTCY 26 73.1 19 15 . 1 2 1 5.3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 68 47.1 32 19 1 1 1 10 3.1 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 9 100.0 9 8 1 - - . - 

SECOND CIRCUIT 3,940 47.9 1,889 1,306 330 132 113 8 7.0 
CRIMINAL 933 60.7 566 473 21 24 47 1 4.2 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 210 61.4 129 76 43 6 4 - 4.7 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 344 44.5 153 95 36 13 8 1 8.5 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 665 39.8 265 125 108 17 15 . 6.4 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,391 43.9 611 421 87 65 38 . 10.6 
BANKRUPTCY 96 30.2 29 19 7 2 : 1 6.9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 249 35.7 89 53 28 2 1 5 2.2 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 52 90.4 47 44 . 3 . ° ° 
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Table B-5. (Continued) 
Terminations on the Merits 
Total Percent 
Circuit and Nature Appeals of Total Affirmed/ Percent 
- of Proceeding Terminated’ Terminations Total Enforced Dismissed Reversed Remanded Other Reversed? 

THIRD CIRCUIT 3,401 59.1 2,011 1,575 193 211 23 9 10.6 
CRIMINAL 637 77.6 494 445 5 36 3 5 7.3 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 242 68.2 165 125 35 4 1 2.4 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 271 57.9 157 112 13 27 3 2 17.2 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 735 44.4 326 195 105 19 7 . 5.8 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,225 55.8 683 539 27 108 7 2 15.8 
BANKRUPTCY 77 62.3 48 39 4 5 - . 10.4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 170 55.9 95 82 2 9 2 . 9.5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 44 97.7 43 38 2 3 - ° ° 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 4,947 60.8 3,009 2,692 99 171 38 9 5.7 
CRIMINAL 992 65.1 646 580 16 36 13 1 5.6 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 461 §3.7 386 374 7 5 - : 1.3 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 329 66.3 218 188 8 14 7 1 6.4 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,421 64.3 913 821 51 32 5 4 3.5 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,065 57.0 607 537 8 57 4 9.4 
BANKRUPTCY 398 11.8 47 35 3 9 - 19.1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 263 66.9 176 145 3 17 9 2 9.7 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 18 88.9 16 12 3 1 - 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 6,466 58.9 3,806 2,982 447 356 21 . 9.4 
CRIMINAL 1,423 70.6 1,004 824 122 51 7 - 5.1 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 293 61.4 180 139 35 6 - : 3.3 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 447 61.5 275 216 20 36 3 . 13.1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,870 47.4 887 650 166 69 2 7.8 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,905 59.3 1,130 885 72 166 7 14.7 
BANKRUPTCY 160 66.3 106 83 14 Q - . 8.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 283 49.8 141 110 16 13 2 - 9.2 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 85 97.6 83 75 2 6 - . ° 

SiXTH CIRCUIT 4,639 48.3 2,240 1,973 11 245 11 - 11.0 
CRIMINAL 955 74.0 707 647 1 56 3 . 7.9 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 257 65.8 169 160 2 7 - . 4.1 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 400 61.3 245 207 - 38 : - 15.5 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,184 26.8 317 289 . 26 2 - 8.2 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,445 39.9 576 488 2 82 4 . 14.2 
BANKRUPTCY 114 47.4 54 41 3 10 - . 18.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 251 60.2 151 124 1 24 2 - 15.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 33 63.6 21 17 2 2 - . 
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No Table B-5. (Continued) 


Terminations on the Merits 
Total Percent 
Circuit and Nature Appeals of Total Affirmed/ Percent 
of Proceeding Terminated' Terminations Total Enforced Dismissed Reversed Remanded Other Reversed? 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 3,246 52.6 1,707 1,408 22 196 28 53 11.6 
CRIMINAL 654 63.3 414 338 19 22 8 27 5.3 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 249 52.6 131 121 - 10 - : 7.6 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 256 57.0 146 114 : 28 3 1 19.2 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 821 40.9 336 304 . 20 6 6 6.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,030 51.7 532 419 . 94 5 14 17.7 
BANKRUPTCY 63 55.6 35 25 . 6 . 4 17.1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 139 60.4 84 63 - 14 6 1 16.7 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 34 85.3 29 24 3 2 . . ° 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 3,153 66.8 2,105 1,782 9g 187 
CRIMINAL 568 72.4 411 374 5 29 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 219 79.0 173 156 16 1 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 324 68.5 222 181 10 26 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 985 65.1 641 544 47 37 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 866 61.4 532 436 16 76 
BANKRUPTCY 66 62.1 41 29 1 10 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 72 50.0 36 21 1 3 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 53 92.5 49 41 3 5 

NINTH CIRCUIT 8,307 53.1 4,410 3,345 324 397 
CRIMINAL 1,767 71.3 1,259 1,023 54 76 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 379 48.5 184 161 1 8 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 842 57.2 482 359 22 73 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,438 41.2 593 498 25 29 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,506 43.5 1,091 815 42 155 
BANKRUPTCY 322 45.0 145 118 7 14 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 849 53.8 457 181 170 36 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 204 97.5 199 190 3 6 

TENTH CIRCUIT 2,758 67.1 1,651 1,542 77 203 
CRIMINAL 505 78.2 395 327 6 49 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 249 74.7 186 166 7 8 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 346 68.8 238 194 4 38 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 628 73.2 460 395 36 26 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 813 53.3 433 343 20 68 
BANKRUPTCY 80 52.5 42 36 2 4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 108 69.4 75 61 2 8 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 29 75.9 22 20 2 
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Table B-5. (Continued) 
Terminations on the Merits 
Total Percent 
Circuit and Nature Appeals of Total Affirmed/ Percent 
of Proceeding Terminated’ Terminations Total Enforced Dismissed Reversed Remanded Other Reversed? 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT §,935 54.8 3,255 2,823 84 297 43 8 9.2 
CRIMINAL 1,805 75.8 1,368 1,247 15 85 19 2 6.2 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 416 52.4 218 200 8 8 1 1 3.7 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 477 59.5 284 226 13 35 9 1 12.3 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,313 32.2 423 380 9 31 2 1 7.3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,544 48.8 753 602 25 115 9 2 15.3 
BANKRUPTCY 134 §2.2 70 49 5 16 . . 22.9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 151 55.6 84 70 6 4 3 1 4.8 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 95 57.9 55 49 3 3 . . : 


NOTE: THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 

‘TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS 

*PERCENT NOT SHOWN WHERE THE TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES TERMINATED ON THE MERITS |S LESS THAN 10 NO PERCENTAGES OF CASES 
REVERSED OR DENIED HAVE BEEN COMPUTED FOR ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS BECAUSE OF THEIR DIFFERENCE FROM APPEALS, NOR HAVE THEY BEEN 
INCLUDED IN THE PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL APPEALS REVERSED 
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Table B-5A. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Terminated by Procedural Judgments, by Circuit, 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Procedural Terminations 
By Judges By Staff 
Total Total 
Circuit and Nature Appeals Proc. Cross Juris. FRAP cPec FRAP 
of Proceeding Terminated Terms. Appeals Total Defects 42° Default Denial Other Total 42° Default Other 

ALL CIRCUITS 49,805 18,903 47 6,817 3,328 624 171 1,721 973 12,039 6,515 5,085 439 
CRIMINAL 10,852 2,168 3 622 316 93 26 187 1,543 1,036 45) 56 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 3,134 999 252 189 14 4 40 747 181 556 10 
OTHER US CIVIL 4,512 1,569 2 406 240 68 16 82 1,161 725 393 43 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 11,199 5,795 1 3,189 1,235 36 68 1,721 129 2,605 500 2,032 73 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 14,572 6,048 38 1,597 1,003 329 45 220 4,413 2,973 1,326 114 
BANKRUPTCY 1,546 848 2 239 183 37 5 14 607 454 139 14 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 3,264 1,406 1 478 162 47 2 267 927 646 188 93 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 726 70 34 34 36 36 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,670 681 - 162 71 33 15 2 41 519 408 51 60 
CRIMINAL 233 35 23 20 3 12 10 1 1 
U S. PRISONER PETITIONS 96 28 12 4 1 7 16 5 11 
OTHER U S. CIVIL 330 122 22 7 5 5 : 5 100 84 10 6 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 49 22 13 5 4 2 2 9 4 5 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 221 98 19 11 1 4 3 79 52 20 7 
BANKRUPTCY 10 7 5 4 1 2 1 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 661 352 66 40 7 1 18 286 252 4 30 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 70 17 2 2 15 15 

FIRST CIRCUIT 1,343 507 - 126 21 3 2 18 82 381 130 15 
CRIMINAL 380 109 23 1 1 21 86 4) 42 3 
U S PRISONER PETITIONS 63 13 5 1 1 3 8 8 
OTHER U.S CIVIL 146 54 13 1 1 . 11 41 30 8 3 
PRIV PRISONER PETITIONS 90 50 29 2 18 9 21 6 15 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 561 240 37 11 1 1 24 203 143 52 8 
BANKRUPTCY 26 6 2 2 4 3 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 68 35 17 5 12 18 13 4 1 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS “4 

SECOND CIRCUIT 3,940 1,823 1 348 125 § - 114 104 1,474 731 660 83 
CRIMINAL 933 277 35 12 23 242 130 90 22 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 210 77 14 10 4 63 6 56 1 
OTHER U _ S. CIVIL 344 171 15 9 6 156 96 57 3 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 665 394 165 44 114 7 229 15 205 9 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,391 683 72 42 3 27 611 372 221 18 
BANKRUPTCY 96 61 ° 2 59 42 14 3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 249 155 1 45 6 2 37 109 70 17 22 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 52 5 5 5 
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Table B5-A. (Continued) 


Procedural Terminations 
By Judges 
Total Total 
Circuit and Nature Appeals Proc Cross Juris. FRAP CPC 
of Proceeding Terminated Terms Appeals Total Defects 42° Default Denial Other | Total Other 
THIRD CIRCUIT 3,401 1,217 : 544 329 36 7 140 32 673 319 351 3 
CRIMINAL 637 116 52 31 6 15 64 56 8 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 242 73 24 23 . 1 49 6 43 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 271 102 34 27 4 1 . 2 68 30 38 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 735 397 266 123 . 3 140 131 22 109 . 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,225 436 140 111 22 3 4 296 170 124 2 
BANKRUPTCY 77 28 7 4 2 1 21 10 11 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 170 64 21 10 2 e) 43 25 18 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 44 1 1 1 
FOURTH CIRCUIT 4,947 1,489 : 677 382 27 - 252 16 812 650 139 23 
CRIMINAL 992 145 30 22 4 4 115 98 13 4 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 461 42 24 23 1 18 13 3 2 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 329 82 12 10 . . 2 70 58 11 1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,421 444 396 139 2 252 3 48 35 9 4 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,065 351 68 51 15 2 283 237 42 4 
BANKRUPTCY 398 347 121 119 2 . 226 173 52 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 263 76 26 18 3 5 50 36 9 5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 18 2 2 2 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 6,466 2,416 2 967 488 104 9 277 89 1,447 514 885 48 
CRIMINAL 1,423 346 1 83 54 13 1 15 262 107 152 3 
U.S PRISONER PETITIONS 293 110 29 24 3 2 81 17 63 1 
OTHER U S CIVIL 447 157 1 42 28 6 1 - 7 114 41 69 4 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,870 966 578 262 19 . 277 20 388 58 303 27 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,905 651 165 89 43 6 27 486 232 244 10 
BANKRUPTCY 160 48 10 2 6 2 38 21 15 2 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 283 136 59 29 14 1 15 77 38 39 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 85 2 1 1 1 1 
SIXTH CIRCUIT 4,639 2,205 . 838 497 33 61 206 4) 1,367 642 645 80 
CRIMINAL 955 197 71 62 4 . 5 126 70 38 18 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 257 88 24 21 . 3 64 12 51 1 
OTHER U S. CIVIL 400 140 46 39 2 2 - 3 94 54 29 11 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,184 853 418 151 2 47 206 12 435 44 384 7 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,445 775 224 189 20 9 6 551 384 131 36 
BANKRUPTCY 114 57 15 1 4 42 34 5 3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 251 83 32 24 1 51 44 7 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 33 12 8 4 4 
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Procedural Terminations 
By Judges By Staff 
Total Total 
Circuit and Nature Appeals Proc. Cross Juris. FRAP CPC FRAP 
of Proceeding Terminated Terms. Appeals Total Defects 42° Default Denial Other Total 42° Default Other 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 3,246 1,232 - 241 140 : 8 50 43 991 477 500 14 
CRIMINAL 654 122 34 21 . 2 i1 88 67 16 5 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 249 110 . 7 7 . . . . 103 24 79 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 256 86 . 13 5 1 . 7 73 38 36 . 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 821 474 121 60 2 50 9 353 79 272 2 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,030 377 . 58 42 2 14 319 225 90 4 
BANKRUPTCY 63 24 . 2 . 1 . . 22 19 3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 139 36 : 6 4 - . - 2 30 25 5 . 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 34 3 . . - - - . . 3 - . 3 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 3,183 785 - 378 136 46 12 173 11 407 280 109 18 
CRIMINAL 568 61 . 17 11 4 2 44 38 6 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 219 34 . a 5 1 1 25 10 13 2 
OTHER U S CIVIL 324 80 . 24 14 8 | : 1 56 48 8 
PRIV PRISONER PETITIONS 985 325 - 237 48 7 6 173 3 88 27 60 1 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 666 236 . 79 54 21 2 2 157 137 20 
BANKRUPTCY 6€ 14 . 3 1 1 1 11 10 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 72 34 . 8 3 3 2 26 10 1 15 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 53 1 . 1 1 - 

NINTH CIRCUIT 8,307 3,409 - 1,266 4a4 61 39 271 451 2,143 1,399 672 72 
CRIMINAL 1,767 372 . 146 34 15 21 - 76 226 220 6 . 
U.S PRISONER PETITIONS 379 184 - 50 22 3 3 - 22 134 55 77 2 
OTHER U S CIVIL 842 316 . 92 54 6 2 - 30 224 148 66 10 
PRIV PRISONER PETITIONS 1,438 830 - 495 160 1 5 271 58 335 111 208 16 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,506 1,188 297 160 29 4 . 104 891 641 232 18 
BANKRUPTCY 322 164 . 25 11 3 4 7 139 107 28 4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 849 351 - 160 3 4 - - 153 191 117 55 19 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 204 4 . 1 . . . . 1 3 . - 3 

TENTH CIRCUIT 2,758 755 : 248 186 16 - 12 34 507 391 105 11 
CRIMINAL 505 65 ° 20 14 - - - 6 45 37 8 ° 
U.S PRISONER PETITIONS 249 54 . 16 1§ 1 38 11 26 1 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 346 94 22 14 2 6 72 61 7 4 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 628 159 . 81 63 1 12 5 76 26 48 4 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 813 313 . 72 59 8 5 241 227 13 1 
BANKRUPTCY 80 32 - 1" 8 2 22 21 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 108 31 - 20 13 2 1 8 2 1 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 29 7 . 7 - - - - 7 


Table B5-A. (Continued) 
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Procedural Terminations 
By Judges By Staff 
Total Total 
Circuit and Nature Appeals Proc. Cross Juris. FRAP CPC FRAP 
of Proceeding Terminated Terms Appeals Total Defects 42° Default Denial Other Total 42° Default Other 

ELEVENTH CIACUIT 6,935 2,384 44 1,022 509 260 18 206 29 1,318 468 838 12 
CRIMINAL 1,805 323 2 88 54 26 8 233 162 71 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 416 186 38 34 3 1 . 148 22 126 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 477 165 1 71 32 35 2 2 93 37 55 1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,313 881 1 390 178 4 1 206 1 490 73 414 3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,544 700 38 366 184 166 14 2 296 153 137 6 
BANKRUPTCY 134 60 2 37 20 17 ’ 21 13 . 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 151 53 - 18 7 q . - 2 35 8 27 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 95 16 . 14 - . . 14 2 - . 2 


NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. JURIS DEFECTS = JURISDICTIONAL DEFECTS. CPC = CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE. THIS TABLE 
DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 
* VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL UNDER RULE 42(B), FEDERAL RULES OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE. 


Table B-6. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending, by Circuit, 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Circuit and Nature Percent Percent Percent 
of Proceeding Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total 
ALL CIRCUITS 50,072 100.0 49,805 100.0 37,536 100.0 
CRIMINAL 10,162 20.3 10,852 21.8 9,527 25.4 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 3,459 6.9 3,134 6.3 2,215 5.9 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 4,460 8.9 4,512 9.1 3,386 9.0 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 11,526 23.0 11,199 22.5 5,796 15.4 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 14,758 29.5 14,572 29.3 11,758 31.3 
BANKRUPTCY 1,667 3.3 1,546 3.1 1,423 3.8 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 3,295 6.6 3,264 6.6 3,324 8.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 745 1.5 726 1.5 107 0.3 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,625 100.0 1,670 100.0 2,158 100.0 
CRIMINAL 155 9.5 233 14.0 223 10.3 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 114 7.0 96 5.7 104 4.8 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 368 22.6 330 19.8 311 14.4 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 65 4.0 49 2.9 53 2.5 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 221 13.6 221 13.2 220 10.2 
BANKRUPTCY 11 0.7 10 0.6 9 0.4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 617 38.0 661 39.6 1,226 56.8 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 74 4.6 70 4.2 12 0.6 
FIRST CIRCUIT 1,339 100.0 1,343 100.0 951 100.0 
CRIMINAL 389 29.1 380 28.3 313 32.9 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 56 4.2 63 4.7 35 3.7 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 148 11.1 146 10.9 104 10.9 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 88 6.6 90 6.7 62 6.5 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 539 40.3 561 41.8 345 36.3 
BANKRUPTCY 31 2.3 26 1.9 24 2.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 80 6.0 68 5.1 62 6.5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 8 0.6 9 0.7 6 0.6 
SECOND CIRCUIT . 3,987 100.0 3,940 100.0 1,871 100.0 
CRIMINAL 822 20.6 933 23.7 465 24.9 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 224 5.6 210 5.3 105 5.6 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 362 9.1 344 8.7 162 8.7 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 707 17.7 665 16.9 251 13.4 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,461 36.6 1,391 35.3 734 39.2 
BANKRUPTCY 109 2.7 96 2.4 52 2.8 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 247 6.2 249 6.3 92 4.9 
ORIGINAL PROCFEDINGS 55 1.4 52 1.3 10 0.5 
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Table B-6. (Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Circuit and Nature Percent Percent Percent 
of Proceeding Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total 
THIRD CIRCUIT 3,405 100.0 3,401 100.0 1,950 100.0 
CRIMINAL 589 16.9 637 18.7 407 20.9 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 297 8.5 242 7.1 154 7.9 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 280 8.0 271 8.0 164 8.4 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 734 21.1 735 21.6 287 14.7 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,253 36.0 1,225 36.0 766 39.3 
BANKRUPTCY 84 24 77 2.3 54 2.8 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 205 5.9 170 5.0 108 5.5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 43 1.2 44 1.3 10 0.5 
FOURTH CIRCUIT ' 5,193 100.0 4,947 100.0 3,540 100.0 
CRIMINAL 1,014 19.5 992 20.1 961 27.1 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 442 8.5 461 9.3 224 6.3 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 321 6.2 329 6.7 224 6.3 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,547 29.8 1,421 28.7 713 20.1 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,068 20.6 1,065 21.5 779 22.0 
BANKRUPTCY 544 10.5 398 8.0 469 13.2 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 240 46 263 5.3 166 4.7 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 17 0.3 18 0.4 4 0.1 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 6,513 100.0 6,466 100.0 4,505 100.0 
CRIMINAL 1,453 22.3 1,423 22.0 1,219 27.1 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 383 5.9 293 4.5 223 5.0 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 449 6.9 447 6.9 279 6.2 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,875 28.8 1,870 28.9 821 18.2 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,839 28.2 1,905 29.5 1,613 35.8 
BANKRUPTCY 162 2.5 160 2.5 117 2.6 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 269 4.1 283 44 222 4.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 83 1.3 85 1.3 "1 0.2 
SIXTH CIRCUIT 4,631 100.0 4,639 100.0 3,343 100.0 
CRIMINAL 961 20.8 955 20.6 796 23.8 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 295 6.4 257 5.5 175 5.2 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 365 7.9 400 8.6 315 9.4 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,160 25.0 1,184 25.5 493 14.7 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,494 32.3 1,445 31.1 1,287 38.5 
BANKRUPTCY 87 1.9 114 2.5 71 2.1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 230 5.0 251 5.4 197 5.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 39 0.8 33 0.7 9 0.3 
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Table B-6. (Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Circuit and Nature Percent Percent Percent 
of Proceeding Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 3,112 100.0 3,246 100.0 2,200 100.9 
CRIMINAL 580 18.6 654 20.1 512 23.3 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 274 8.8 249 7.7 208 9.5 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 213 6.8 256 7.9 127 5.8 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 842 27.1 821 25.3 543 24.7 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 972 31.2 1,030 31,7 636 28.9 
BANKRUPTCY 67 2.2 63 1.9 55 2.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 131 4.2 139 43 116 5.3 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 33 Le 34 1.0 0.1 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 3,205 100.0 3,153 100.0 1,745 100.0 
CRIMINAL 639 19.9 568 18.0 428 24.5 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 198 6.2 219 6.9 91 5.2 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 309 9.6 324 10.3 191 10.9 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 962 30.0 985 31.2 357 20.5 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 896 28.0 866 27.5 571 32.7 
BANKRUPTCY 63 2.0 66 2.1 45 2.6 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 86 2.7 72 2.3 60 3.4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 52 1.6 53 1.7 2 0.1 
NINTH CIRCUIT 8,415 100.0 8,307 100.0 7,191 100.0 
CRIMINAL 1,571 18.7 1,767 21.3 1,451 20.2 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 523 6.2 379 46 382 5.3 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 806 9.6 842 10.1 807 11.2 
PRIV. Pi ISONER PETITIONS 1,504 17.9 1,438 17.3 822 11.4 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,581 30.7 2,506 30.2 2,547 35.4 
BANKRUPTCY 298 3.5 322 3.9 317 4.4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 921 10.9 849 10.2 843 11.7 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 211 2.5 204 2.5 22 0.3 
TENTH CIRCUIT 2,619 100.0 2,758 100.0 2,025 100.0 
CRIMINAL 402 15.3 505 18.3 374 18.5 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 250 9.5 249 9.0 140 6.9 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 383 14.6 346 12.5 296 14.6 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 604 23.1 628 22.8 364 18.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 793 30.3 813 29.5 717 35.4 
BANKRUPTCY 68 2.6 80 2.9 59 2.9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 93 3.6 108 3.9 73 3.6 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 26 1.0 29 1.1 2 0.1 
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Table B-6. (Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 

Circuit and Nature Percent Percent Percent 

of Proceeding Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total 
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 5,948 100.0 5,935 100.0 6,057 100.0 
CRIMINAL 1,587 26.7 1,805 30.4 2,378 39.3 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 403 6.8 416 7.0 374 6.2 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 456 7.7 477 8.0 406 6.7 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,438 24.2 1,313 22.1 1,030 17.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,641 27.6 1,544 26.0 1,543 25.5 
BANKRUPTCY 143 2.4 134 2.3 151 2.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 176 3.0 151 2.5 159 2.6 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 104 1.7 95 1.6 16 0.3 


NOTE. TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR 
THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
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Table B-7. 
U.S. Courts of Appeais—Nature of Suit or Offense in Cases Arising From the U.S. District Courts, by Circuit, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Circuit 
Nature of 
Suit or Offense Total D.C. First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Seventh Eighth Ninth Tenth Eleventh 
TOTAL CASES 44,365 923 1,220 2,576 3,163 4,302 5,000 4,276 2,661 3,004 6,085 2,432 5,525 
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES 10,162 155 389 622 589 1,014 1,453 961 580 639 1,671 402 1,587 
TOTAL CIVIL CASES 34,203 768 831 2,754 2,564 3,378 4,546 3,314 2,301 2,365 5,414 2,030 3,938 
U.S. CASES 
TOTAL 7,019 482 204 586 877 763 832 660 487 507 1,329 633 859 
U.S. PLAINTIFF 809 32 27 93 56 64 ww. *® 40 59 117 45 116 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 26 . 1 3 6 4 ih) 1 . 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 69 3 5 2 7 14 3 8 12 8 7 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 14 . - 1 - 1 3 5 - 3 1 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY 48 1 4 12 2 2 1 1 4 7 5 1 8 
TORT ACTIONS 8 . . 3 1 1 1 1 1 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 46 : 1 4 2 3 1 4 12 1 7 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 32 - 1 5 3 3 1 6 3 2 2 6 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY 197 . 8 19 10 20 17 12 9 4 37 9 52 
FAIR LABOR STAND. ACT 11 - . 3 - 1 2 1 2 2 . 
OTHER LABOR 26 . 1 5 2 2 2 4 2 2 1 2 3 
SECUR., COMMOD., & EXCHG. 29 1 - 7 3 1 3 : 1 2 2 9 
TAX SUITS 68 . 1 6 4 5 3 7 5 3 22 5 7 
ALL OTHER 235 30 7 23 22 12 38 11 2 31 29 14 16 
U.S. DEFENDANT 7,110 450 177 493 521 699 725 607 447 448 1,212 588 743 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 139 17 9 15 11 6 24 4 3 7 18 6 19 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 97 3 6 3 8 3 12 4 2 6 32 9 9 
TORT ACTIONS 356 21 19 20 23 37 52 24 19 73 19 23 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 349 57 5 22 25 47 33 30 16 20 41 23 30 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 549 62 17 56 48 36 40 43 27 37 105 30 48 
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Table B-7. (Continued) 
Circuit 
Nature of . 
Suit or Offense Total D.C. First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Seventh Eighth Ninth Tenth Eleventh 
U.S. DEFENDANT (Continued) 
PRISONER PETITIONS: 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SEN. 2,215 44 43 152 149 270 293 219 160 144 372 107 262 
HABEAS CORPUS 462 12 9 29 72 5 46 31 43 15 95 62 43 
HABEAS CORPUS—DEATH : . . . : . . . te . : . . 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 555 49 3 31 70 56 33 38 52 26 49 61 87 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 225 9 1 12 6 11 9 7 19 13 7 20 1 
LABOR SUITS 55 8 3 4 4 6 2 6 4 3 8 . 7 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS 925 3 25 43 51 53 91 131 37 93 107 182 109 
TAX SUITS 270 ° 6 18 8 18 27 20 17 19 84 25 28 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 110 12 9 6 4 5 10 2 2 3 43 9 5 
FREEDOM OF INFOR. ACT 81 33 2 9 3 5 6 1 2 1 13 3 3 
ALL OTHER 722 120 20 73 39 41 47 45 39 42 165 32 59 
o 
PRIVATE CASES 
TOTAL 26,284 206 627 2,168 1,967 2,616 3,714 2,664 1,614 1,858 4,085 1,397 3,079 
FEDERAL QUESTION 22,496 227 467 1,795 1,575 2,254 3,129 2,342 1,652 1,622 3,621 1,144 2,668 
MARINE CONTRACT 110 1 3 21 4 1 21 1 1 1 32 2 22 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 468 9 18 39 24 30 36 21 7 29 157 35 63 
EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 135 1 15 9 5 3 74 6 8 6 6 2 
MARINE INJURY 162 . 11 9 5 10 68 4 2 1 42 - 10 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS 516 5 15 46 20 18 60 75 103 12 96 10 56 
ANTITRUST 164 1 2 19 15 5 14 18 10 10 48 5 17 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 2,304 53 63 155 152 204 340 228 162 179 227 166 375 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 3,697 50 145 354 362 217 413 406 253 230 662 175 430 
PRISONER PETITIONS: 
HABEAS CORPUS 3,799 7 38 270 229 356 612 347 286 282 623 231 518 
HABEAS CORPUS—DEATH 128 : 7 15 34 4 13 26 11 - 18 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 7,528 58 47 428 498 1,166 1,208 809 541 651 863 362 897 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 69 3 9 . 10 19 - 2 3 7 11 5 
LABOR MGMT. RELAT. ACT. 246 - 13 18 28 13 31 41 19 20 Ae 9 12 
OTHER LABOR 1,030 16 26 109 69 74 89 126 105 50 263 40 63 
CPYRGHT, PATENT, & TROMRK 443 1 18 80 22 42 28 23 21 16 131 12 49 
SECUR., COMMOD., & EXCHG. 224 - 5 38 12 8 21 11 19 10 67 19 14 
CONST. OF STATE STATS. 123 a 2 12 10 12 10 18 7 12 28 4 a 
ALL OTHER 1,350 22 57 173 109 68 122 136 95 82 316 57 113 
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Table B-7. (Continued) 
Circuit 
Nature of 
Suit or Offense Total D.C. First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Seventh Eighth Ninth Tenth Eleventh 

PRIVATE CASES (Continued) 

DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 3,753 59 160 373 377 361 585 312 162 236 464 253 411 
INSURANCE 766 5 16 42 82 63 114 64 57 47 156 40 80 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS ~ 1,417 22 80 195 137 120 166 107 94 98 193 82 123 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 108 2 5 12 5 16 7 8 3 1 15 9 15 
PERSONAL INJURY/ PROD. 

LIABILITY 411 3 13 26 57 35 72 32 . 35 21 44 73 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 816 20 33 71 71 104 181 82 7 30 57 70 90 
PERS. PROP. DAMAGE 187 7 10 24 21 20 33 16 . 13 16 6 21 
ALL OTHER 48 : 3 3 4 3 12 3 1 2 6 2 9 

GENERAL LOCAL JURISDICTION 35 . : : 35 - : . . . ° : " 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 8 . 8 . 

REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 7 7 
TORT ACTIONS 1 11 
PRISONER PETITIONS ° . 
ALL OTHER 9 9 

CRIMINAL CASES 

TOTAL 10,162 155 389 822 589 1,014 1,453 961 580 639 1,571 402 1,587 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

HOMICIDE, TOTAL 114 1 3 8 10 17 7 6 . 7 28 4 23 
MURDER, FIRST DEGREE 77 1 3 3 8 15 6 5 5 18 13 
OTHER HOMICIDE 37 5 2 2 1 1 2 10 4 10 

ROBBERY, TOTAL 336 1 S 16 28 38 18 21 15 20 107 8 55 
BANK 315 1 9 13 27 34 17 19 15 19 100 8 53 
OTHER ROBBERY 21 . 3 1 4 1 2 1 7 2 
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Table B-7. (Continued) 


Circuit 
Nature of 
Suit or Offense Total D.C. First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Seventh Eighth Ninth Tenth Eleventh 
GENERAL OFFENSES (Continued) 
ASSAULT 103 1 1 2 11 24 9 6 3 12 14 7 13 
BURGLARY 17 : : . - 3 : 8 : : 5 1 - 
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL 250 3 6 20 17 22 29 25 22 20 40 8 38 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE 76 3 7 1 1 10 12 3 16 1 12 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC. OF 
STOLEN PROPERTY 70 2 8 2 6 7 8 6 10 7 1 13 
POSTAL 28 1 3 1 3 4 1 4 4 1 6 
OTHER LARCENY AND THEFT 76 3 3 9 5 14 8 3 3 3 13 5 7 
EMBEZZLEMENT 114 5 3 6 9 10 12 10 7 9 22 10 11 
FRAUD, TOTAL 1,180 15 51 $16 87 85 216 117 62 74 177 42 138 
INCOME TAX 103 : 2 17 8 10 18 7 6 8 19 3 5 
POSTAL AND INTERSTATE 
WIRE, RADIO, ETC. 373 2 17 45 36 24 79 36 21 19 52 12 30 
LENDING AND CREDIT 220 7 15 17 4 14 47 25 12 13 30 6 25 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATMNTS. 121 3 6 7 8 14 15 15 5 g 23 5 11 
OTHER FRAUD 363 3 11 30 26 23 57 34 18 25 53 16 67 
AUTO THEFT 92 - 10 7 6 4 15 13 4 6 5 1 21 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 132 2 : 12 9 14 14 9 6 9 18 4 35 
SEX OFFENSES 88 2 3 4 7 10 4 6 1 17 24 4 6 
DRUGS 4,499 77 176 391 212 509 689 46: 238 290 550 162 764 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES 
TOTAL 1,543 29 61 128 105 158 188 172 113 123 183 80 203 
BRIBERY 49 7 - 2 3 1 14 3 3 6 3 4 3 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, 
AND THREATS 122 4 17 16 7 16 13 7 3 4 7 23 
GAMBLING, LOTTERY 14 1 1 - 1 6 5 - - - 
KIDNAPPING 56 - - 9 4 4 10 3 2 6 4 2 7 
FIREARMS, WEAPONS 1,034 20 45 67 53 101 114 138 77 96 133 56 134 
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Table B-7. (Continued) 
Circuit 
Nature of 
Suit or Offense Total D.C. First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Seventh Eighth Ninth Tenth Eleventh 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES (CONTINUED) 
ESCAPE 93 2 1 5 2 12 23 7 2 4 13 4 18 
PERJURY 29 . . 1 7 6 2 :; 2 . 4 1 6 
DRUNK DRIVING/TRAFFIC 25 . . . : 14 . : . : 9 1 1 
OTHER MISCELLANEOUS 
GENERAL OFFENSES 121 5 26 20 H 4 2 15 4 13 5 1 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 277 . 14 19 7 14 64 6 4 9 96 13 31 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 1,417 19 52 93 81 106 188 121 105 43 302 58 249 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 22 : : 3 : 3 2 1 ; 1 12 : : 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 5 : . 4 1 , ; 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 21 3 1 2 4 : 1 3 7 
CIVIL RIGHTS 23 : 4 1 2 1 7 2 2 4 
WITNESS INTIMIDATION 61 2 4 3 1 8 13 2 1 3 19 
EXPLOSIVES/NONVESSEL 63 : 5 6 15 10 5 3 5 2 6 . 6 
OTHER 1,222 17 39 77 62 85 158 104 95 38 276 _58 213 


NOTE TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 


Si) 


Ll 


Table B-8. 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit—Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Terminations 
Pending Percent Pending 
Source of Appeals Oct. 1, 1994 Filed Total By Judges Other Reversed Sept. 30, 1995 
Total’ 989 1,847 1,780 1,192 588 12 1,056 
Board of Contract Appeals 69 58 81 66 15 31 46 
Court of International Trade 66 68 49 34 15 27 80 
Court of Veterans Appeals 63 75 108 86 22 33 30 
Department of Veterans’ Affairs 1 3 3 1 2 1 
US Claims Court 138 173 179 148 31 12 132 
US District Courts 246 373 346 239 107 17 273 
International Trade Commission 4 5 4 3 1 5 
Merit Systems Protection Board 353 970 885 529 356 5 A 438 
Office of Personnel Management 1 0 1 1 0 . 0 
Patent and Trademark Office 40 85 91 55 36 20 34 
Senate Select Committee on Ethics 4 2 2 2 0 4 
Writs? 4 35 31 28 3 8 


'NO APPEALS WERE MADE FROM DECISIONS OF THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE, THE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE, OR THE GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 
‘THIS CATEGORY INCLUDES WRITS OF MANDAMUS, OTHER EXTRAORDINARY WRITS, PETITIONS FOR PERMISSION TO APPEAL, AND DISCRETIO! ARY PETITIONS FOR REVIEW 
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Table B-9. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals Pro Se Appeals Commenced and Terminated, by Circuit, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Total Cases Pro Se Total Cases Pro Se 
Circuit and Nature of Proceeding Commenced at Filing Terminated at Termination 
ALL CIRCUITS 50,072 19,973 49,805 19,032 
CRIMINAL 10,162 803 10,852 939 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 3,459 2,763 3,134 2,552 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 4,460 1,364 4,512 1,372 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 11,526 10,320 11,199 9,720 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 14,758 3,395 14,572 3,319 
BANKRUPTCY 1,667 438 1,546 325 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 3,295 622 3,264 543 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 745 268 726 262 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA . 1,625 229 1,670 166 
CRIMINAL 155 - 233 1 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 114 16 96 13 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 368 90 330 74 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 35 8 49 4 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 221 66 221 38 
BANKRUPTCY 11 5 10 5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 617 25 661 12 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 74 19 70 19 
FIRST CIRCUIT 1,339 308 1,343 298 
CRIMINAL 389 30 380 30 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 56 37 63 41 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 148 48 146 32 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 88 67 90 61 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 539 98 561 105 
BANKRUPTCY 31 8 26 9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 80 18 68 17 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 8 2 4 3 
SECOND CIRCUIT 3,987 1,449 3,940 1,411 
CRIMINAL 822 50 933 119 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 224 189 210 176 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 362 133 344 120 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 707 614 665 546 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,461 350 1,391 344 
BANKRUPTCY 109 24 96 24 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 247 71 249 66 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 55 52 16 
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Table B-9. (Continued) 


Total Cases Pro Se Total Cases Pro Se 
Circuit and Nature of Proceeding Commenced at Filing Terminated at Termination 

THIRD CIRCUIT 3,485 1,403 3,401 1,355 
CRIMINAL 589 59 637 61 
U. S, PRISONER PETITIONS 297 242 242 211 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 280 102 271 100 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 734 682 735 665 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,253 287 1,225 295 
BANKRUPTCY 84 20 77 17 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 205 11 170 6 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 43 . 44 . 
FOURTH CIRCUIT §,193 2,552 4,947 2,393 
CRIMINAL 1,014 19 992 24 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 442 371 461 403 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 321 124 329 138 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,547 1,482 1,421 1,345 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,068 298 1,065 319 
BANKRUPTCY 544 172 398 66 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 240 82 263 94 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 17 4 18 4 
¥ FIFTH CIRCUIT 6,513 2,845 6,466 2,791 
CRIMINAL 1,453 210 1,423 240 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 383 316 293 240 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 449 109 447 111 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,875 1,736 1,870 1,704 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,839 303 1,905 343 
BANKRUPTCY 162 31 160 32 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 269 78 283 62 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 83 62 85 59 
SIXTH CIRCUIT 4,631 1,934 4,639 1,870 
CRIMINAL 961 63 955 78 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 295 260 257 226 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 365 107 400 110 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,160 1,064 1,184 1,046 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,494 354 1,445 317 
BANKRUPTCY 87 16 114 15 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 230 54 251 64 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 39 16 33 14 
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Table B-9. (Continued) 


Total Cases Pro Se Total Cases Pro Se 
Circuit and Nature of Proceeding Commenced at Filing Terminated at Termination 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 3,112 1,349 3,246 1,376 
CRIMINAL 580 26 654 67 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 274 229 249 217 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 213 89 256 90 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 842 757 821 715 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 972 211 1,030 237 
BANKRUPTCY 67 15 63 18 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 131 11 139 19 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 33 1 34 13 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 3,205 1,307 3,153 1,312 
CRIMINAL 639 35 568 4) 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 198 176 219 190 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 309 85 324 91 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 962 770 985 765 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 896 207 866 190 
BANKRUPTCY 63 6 66 9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 86 12 72 9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 52 16 53 17 
NINTH CIRCUIT 8,415 3,109 8,307 2,758 
CRIMINAL 1,571 121 1,767 118 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 523 364 379 275 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 806 280 842 284 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,504 1,276 1,438 1,166 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,581 709 2,506 612 
BANKRUPTCY 298 84 322 74 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 921 192 849 144 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 211 83 204 85 
TENTH CIRCUIT 2,619 1,037 2,758 1,055 
CRIMINAL 402 31 505 37 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 250 213 249 218 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 383 70 346 77 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 604 534 628 535 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 793 141 813 133 
BANKRUPTCY 68 13 80 19 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 93 16 108 17 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 26 19 29 19 
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Table B-9. (Continued) 


Total Cases Pro Se Total Cases Pro Se 
Circuit and Nature of Proceeding Commenced at Filing Terminated at Termination 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 5,948 2,451 §,935 2,247 
CRIMINAL 1,587 159 1,805 123 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 403 350 416 342 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 456 127 477 145 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,438 1,330 1,313 1,168 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,641 371 1,544 386 
BANKRUPTCY 143 44 134 37 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 176 52 151 33 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 104 18 95 13 


NOTE: THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 
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Table C. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1994, and 1995 
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Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit 1994 1995 Change 1994 1995 Change 1994' 1995 Change 

TOTAL 236,301 248,335 5.1 228,361 220,820 0.6 223,759 242,274 8.3 
pc 2,938 2,717 -7.5 2,945 2,897 -1.6 2,646 2,466 6.8 

1ST 7,164 7,385 3.1 8,179 7,442 -9.0 8,038 7,981 0.7 
ME 692 746 7.8 634 689 8.7 382 439 14.9 
MA 3,283 3,484 6.1 4,213 3,543 -15.9 3,836 3,777 1.5 
NH 720 691 -4.0 791 724 -8.5 694 661 -4.8 
Ri 714 709 -0.7 802 776 -3.3 667 600 -10.1 
PR 1,755 1,755 0.0 1,739 1,710 -1.7 2,459 2, 1.8 

2ND 22,079 22,676 2.7 21,181 21,545 1.7 29,236 30,367 3.9 
CT 2,420 2,799 15.7 2,651 2,645 -0.2 3,818 3,972 4.0 
NY,N 1,698 1,852 9.1 1,552 1,613 3.9 2,742 2,981 8.7 
NY,E 6,281 5,570 -11.3 6,080 5,894 -3.1 8,382 8,058 -3.9 
NY,S 9,745 10,273 5.4 9,091 9,333 2.7 11,569 12,509 8.1 
NY,W 1,533 1,761 14.9 1,399 1,656 18.4 2,249 2,354 4.7 
VT 402 421 4.7 408 404 -1.0 476 493 3.6 

3RD 21,290 21,713 2.0 25,188 20,566 -18.4 16,148 17,295 7.1 
DE 677 837 23.6 672 664 -1.2 573 746 30.2 
NJ 6,392 6,892 7.8 6,074 6,504 7.1 5,690 6,078 6.8 
PA.E 8,715 8,500 -2.5 12,228 7,992 -34.7 4,812 5,320 10.6 
PA,M 2,223 2,260 1.7 2,114 2,165 2.4 1,597 1,692 5.9 
PA,W 2,930 2,873 -2.0 3,498 2,865 -18.1 2,603 2,611 0.3 
Vi 353 351 -0.6 602 376 -37.6 873 848 -2.9 

4TH 18,741 19,608 5.7 16,817 20,309 9.7 15,479 14,978 -3.2 
MD 4,191 3,993 -4.7 3,608 4,849 34.4 3,983 3,127 "1.5 
NC,E 1,447 1,494 3.2 1,309 1,669 27.5 1,193 1,018 -14.7 
NC,M 773 914 18.2 808 930 15.1 788 772 -2.0 
NC,W 890 914 2.7 946 891 -5.8 934 957 2.5 
SC 3,563 4,214 18.3 3,837 3,957 3.1 3,432 3,689 7.5 
VA,E 4,088 4,372 6.9 3,965 4,155 4.8 2,114 2,331 10.3 
VA,W 2,021 2,111 4.5 2,084 2,156 3.5 1,504 1,459 -3.0 
WV,N 515 597 15.9 547 611 11.7 673 659 -2.1 
WV,S 1,253 1,199 -4.3 1,413 1,091 -22.8 858 966 12.6 
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Table C. (Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit 1994 1995 Change 1994 1995 Change 1994' 1995 Change 

5TH 29,989 96,942 23.2 28,074 28,109 0.1 27,378 96,211 32.3 
LA.E 4,112 4,010 2.5 4,278 3,791 “11.4 2,865 3,084 7.6 
LA.M 2,894 2,913 0.7 1,198 1,285 7.3 2,981 4,609 54.6 
LAW 2,327 2,432 45 2,365 2,485 5.1 2,567 2,514 2.1 
MS.N 1,127 1,159 2.8 1,173 1,273 8.5 1,559 1,445 7.3 
MS.S 2,179 2,376 9.0 2,525 2,346 7.1 1,895 1,925 1.6 
TX,N 4,658 4,937 6.0 4,897 4,751 3.0 3,775 3,961 49 
TX.E 2,902 3,437 18.4 3,295 2,777 -15.7 2,284 2,944 28.9 
TX,S 6,845 12,564 83.6 5,439 6,339 16.5 7,252 13,477 858 
TX.W 2,945 3,114 5.7 2,904 3,062 5.4 2,200 2,252 2.4 

6TH 24,026 26,315 6.6 22,848 23,227 1.7 21,639 24,927 14.1 
KY.E 2,031 1,989 2.1 1,902 2,073 9.0 1,974 1,890 43 
KYW 1,439 1,577 9.6 1,421 1,579 11.1 1,548 1,546 0.1 
MIE 4,853 5,153 6.2 4,853 4,611 -5.0 4,039 4,581 13.4 
MI.W 1,684 1,745 3.6 1,755 1,746 -0.5 1,300 1,299 -0.1 
OH,N? 7,499 8,184 9.1 5,268 6,135 16.5 6,568 8,617 31.2 
OH,S 2,689 2,821 4.9 2,617 2,498 46 2,461 2,784 13.1 
TNE 1,932 1,841 4,7 2,019 1,813 -10.2 1,631 1,659 1.7 
™.M 1,510 1,554 29 1,521 1,456 43 1,296 1,394 7.6 
™N.W 1,289 1,451 12.6 1,492 1,316 11.8 1,022 1,157 13.2 

7TH 17,764 17,763 0.0 16,845 17,230 2.3 14,330 14,853 3.6 
1L,N 8,067 7,859 -2.6 7,759 7,566 -2.5 6,263 6,556 4.7 
IL.C 1,365 1,391 1.9 1,298 1,329 2.4 1,135 1,197 5.5 
iL.s 1,349 1,359 0.7 1,260 1,401 11.2 1,303 1,261 -3.2 
IN.N 1,794 2,042 13.8 1,645 1,838 11.7 1,643 1,847 12.4 
IN|S 2,478 2,779 12.1 2,193 2,599 18.5 2,411 2,591 7.5 
WILE 1,544 1,357 “12.1 1,572 1,542 -1.9 1,288 1,103 -14.4 
WIWwW 1,157 966 -16.5 1,118 955 -14.6 287 298 3.8 

8TH 14,817 14,739 0.5 14,619 15,364 3.7 14,533 13,908 4.3 
ARLE 2,212 2,086 5.7 1,943 2,186 12.5 2,092 1,992 -48 
AR.W 964 924 4.2 1,007 1,020 1.3 650 554 -14.8 
IA.N 663 884 33.3 635 876 38.0 726 734 1.1 
IAS 1,168 1,310 12.2 1,274 1,314 3.1 1,076 1,072 -0.4 
MN 2,493 2,283 -8.4 2,222 2,263 1.8 2,535 2,555 0.8 
MO,E 2,861 2,694 -5.8 3,002 2,955 -1.6 3,324 3,063 -7.9 
MO.W 2,584 2,571 -0.5 2,682 2,700 0.7 2,496 2,367 -5.2 
NE 1,095 1,112 1.6 1,198 1,159 -3.3 963 916 49 
ND 316 369 16.8 373 361 -3.2 293 301 2.7 
SD 461 506 9.8 530 9.7 378 354 6.4 


vel 


Table C. (Continued) 
Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit 1994 1995 Change 1994 1995 Change 1994' 1995 Change 

9TH 34,603 36,063 6.8 94,536 36,537 2.9 31,062 32,408 46 
AK 710 700 1.4 714 683 44 1,039 1,056 1.6 
AZ 3,502 3,660 4.5 3,636 3,663 0.7 3,672 3,669 0.1 
CA,N 5,518 5,223 5.4 5,505 §,321 3.4 5,005 4,907 2.0 
CAE 3,118 3,382 8.5 2,789 3,224 15.6 3,664 3,822 43 
CA,C 9,547 10,303 7.9 9,886 10,050 1.7 7,195 7,448 3.6 
CA,S 2,116 2,881 36.2 2,133 2,327 9.1 1,741 2,295 31.8 
HI 1,003 1,050 4.7 963 1,066 10.7 972 956 1.7 
1D 595 570 42 518 585 12.9 682 667 2.2 
MT 701 683 2.6 666 702 5.4 911 892 2.1 
NV 2,071 2,140 3.3 2,126 2,126 0.0 1,994 2,008 0.7 
OR 2,279 2,592 13.7 2,179 2,243 2.9 1,690 2,039 20.7 
WA.E 578 729 26.1 617 677 97 421 473 12.4 
WA,W 2,720 2,855 5.0 2,671 2,737 2.5 2,003 2,121 5.9 
GUAM 88 130 47.7 88 99 12.5 67 98 46.3 
NMI 47 55 17.0 45 34 -24.5 26 47 80.8 

10TH 12,577 12,646 0.3 12,458 12,550 0.7 11,262 11,247 0.1 
co 3,042 3,286 8.0 2,821 2,924 3.7 2,411 2,773 15.0 
KS 1,937 1,898 2.0 1,879 1,949 3.7 1,837 1,786 2.8 
NM 1,558 1,564 0.4 1,572 1,473 6.3 1,655 1,746 5.5 
OK,N 1,288 1,292 0.3 1,251 1,353 8.2 1,170 1,109 -5.2 
OK,E 788 620 -21.3 961 873 -9.2 649 396 -39.0 
OK,W 2,271 2,168 4.5 2,337 2,352 0.6 1,603 1,419 -11.5 
UT 1,321 1,323 0.2 1,188 1,286 8.2 1,582 1,619 2.3 
wy 372 394 5.9 449 340 -24.3 345 399 15.7 

11TH 29,523 28,789 -2.5 22,771 25,044 10.0 31,798 35,543 11.8 
AL,N 8,689 6,880 -20.8 2,999 3,334 11.2 12,521 16,067 28.3 
AL,M 1,666 1,690 1.4 1,777 1,705 4.1 1,255 1,240 “1.2 
AL,S 1,099 1,120 1.9 1,141 1,133 -0.7 1,040 1,027 -1.3 
FL,N 1,630 1,663 2.0 1,682 1,705 1.4 1,588 1,546 -2.7 
FL.M 5,040 5,547 10.1 4,365 5,468 25.3 5,130 5,209 1.5 
FL,S 5,100 §,331 4.5 4,996 5,209 4.3 4,447 4,569 2.7 
GA,N 3,986 3,953 -0.8 3,807 4,165 9.4 3,413 3,201 6.2 
GA,M 1,230 1,396 13.5 1,041 1,210 16.2 1,411 1,597 13.2 
GA,S 1,083 1,209 11.6 963 1,115 15.8 993 1,087 9.5 


NOTE: PENDING CASES EXCLUDE ASBESTOS CASES TRANSFERRED TO PA.,E UNDER ORDER 875 OF THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION. 


‘ REVISED 
? THE TOTALS FOR TERMINATED CASES FOR 1995 EXCLUDE APPROXIMATELY 2,800 ASBESTOS CASES TERMINATED IN THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO PURSUANT TO MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION ORDER 875. 
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Table C-1, 


U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Total Civil Cases U.S. Civil Cases Private Civil Cases 
Pending Pending Pending 

Circuit and District Sept. 30, 1994 | Commenced | Terminated |Sept. 30, 1995| Sept. 30, 1994 | Commenced | Terminated | Sept. 30, 1995 | Sept. 30, 1994| Commenced | Terminated | Sept. 30, 1995 

TOTAL 223,750 248,335 229,820 242,274 41,346 43,168 46,495 38,000 182,413 206,177 183,325 204,265 
pc 2,646 2,717 2,807 2,466 1,265 1,300 1,331 1,254 1,361 1,417 1,566 1,212 

18T 6,038 7,386 7,442 7,981 1,762 1,786 1,014 1,634 6,276 5,599 5,528 6,347 
ME 982 746 689 439 105 179 191 92 277 567 498 346 
MA 3,836 3,484 3,543 3,777 741 759 743 757 3,095 2,725 2,800 3,020 
NH 694 691 724 661 103 124 137 90 591 567 587 571 
Ri 667 709 776 600 90 122 123 89 577 587 653 511 
PR 2,459 1,755 1,710 2,504 723 602 720 605 1,736 1,153 990 1,899 

2ND 29,236 22,676 21,645 90,367 4,764 3,485 3,055 4,204 24,472 10,191 17,590 26,073 
CT 3,818 2,799 2,645 3,972 650 387 497 540 3,168 2,412 2,148 3,432 
NY,N 2,742 1,852 1,613 2,981 408 328 310 426 2,334 1,524 1,303 2,555 
NYE 8,382 5,570 5,894 8,058 1,827 1,275 1,555 1,547 6,555 4,295 4,339 6,511 
NY,S 11,569 10,273 9,333 12,509 1,338 978 1,060 1,256 10,231 9,295 8,273 11,253 
NY,W 2,249 1,761 1,656 2,354 433 402 420 415 1,816 1,359 1,236 1,939 
vT 476 421 404 493 108 115 113 110 368 306 291 383 

3RD 16,148 21,713 20,566 17,296 2,579 3,079 3,453 2,205 13,569 18,634 17,113 15,090 
DE 573 837 664 746 75 78 82 71 498 759 582 675 
NJ 5,690 6,892 6,504 6,078 1,041 1,114 1,227 928 4,649 5,778 5,277 5,150 
PAE 4,812 8,500 7,992 5,320 516 832 874 474 4,296 7,668 7,118 4,846 
PAM 1,597 2,260 2,165 1,692 323 495 512 306 1,274 1,765 1,653 1,386 
PAW 2,603 2,873 2,865 2,611 557 534 733 358 2,046 2,339 2,132 2,253 
vl 873 351 376 848 67 26 25 68 806 325 351 780 

4TH 15,479 19,608 20,309 14,978 3,574 4,406 4,478 3,502 11,005 15,402 15,631 11,476 
MD 3,983 3,993 4,849 3,127 497 684 654 527 3,486 3,309 4,195 2,600 
NCE 1,193 1,494 1,669 1,018 273 429 442 260 920 1,065 1,227 758 
NC,M 788 914 930 772 285 279 300 264 503 635 630 508 
NC.W 934 914 891 957 266 299 278 287 668 615 613 670 
sc 3,432 4,214 3,957 3,689 1,037 1,215 1,235 1,017 2,395 2,999 2,722 2,672 
VAE 2,114 4,372 4,155 2,331 345 605 595 355 1,769 3,767 3,560 1,976 
VA,W 1,504 2,111 2,156 1,459 387 389 438 338 1,117 1,722 1,718 1,121 
WV,N 673 597 611 659 197 142 159 180 476 455 452 479 
Wv,S 858 1,199 1,091 966 287 364 377 274 571 835 714 692 
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Table C-1. (Continued) 


Total Civil Cases U.S. Civil Cases Private Civil Cases 
Pending Pending Pending 
Circuit and District Sept. 20, 1994 | Commenced | Terminated | Sept. 30, 1995 | Sept. 30, 1994 | Commenced | Terminated | Sept. 30, 1995 | Sept. 30, 1994) Commenced | Terminated | Sept. 30, 1995 

5TH 27,378 36,942 28,109 36,211 3,940 3,789 4,207 3,522 23,438 33,163 23,902 32,689 
LAE 2,865 4,010 3,791 3,084 339 455 494 300 2,526 3,555 3,297 2,784 
LA,M 2,981 2,913 1,285 4,609 131 104 124 111 2,850 2,809 1,161 4,498 
LA,W 2,567 2,432 2,485 2,514 551 419 554 416 2,016 2,013 1,931 2,098 
MS,N 1,559 1,159 1,273 1,445 191 129 174 146 1,368 1,030 1,099 1,299 
MS,.S 1,895 2,376 2,346 1,925 224 241 258 207 1,671 2,135 2,088 1,718 
TX,N 3,775 4,937 4,751 3,961 735 671 811 595 3,040 4,266 3,940 3,366 
TX,E 2,284 3,437 2,777 2,944 306 304 289 321 1,978 3,133 2,488 2,623 
T™X,S 7,252 12,564 6,339 13,477 929 798 825 902 6,323 11,766 5,514 12,575 
TX,W 2,200 3,114 3,062 2,252 534 668 678 524 1,666 2,446 2,384 1,728 
6TH 21,8639 26,315 23,227 24,927 4,887 4,761 5,399 4,219 16,962 21,554 17,828 20,708 
KY,E 1,974 1,989 2,073 1,890 858 734 922 670 1,116 1,255 1,151 1,220 
KY,W 1,548 1,577 1,579 1,546 379 314 380 313 1,169 1,263 1,199 1,233 
MIE 4,039 5,153 4,611 4,581 950 1,081 1,251 780 3,089 4,072 3,360 3,801 
MI,W 1,300 1,745 1,746 1,299 229 263 268 224 1,071 1,482 1,478 1,075 
OH,N’ 6,568 8,184 6,135 8,617 1,137 871 996 1,012 5,431 7,313 5,139 7,605 
OH,S 2,461 2,821 2,498 2,784 514 523 570 467 1,947 2,298 1,928 2,317 
TN,E 1,631 1,841 1,813 1,659 440 466 540 366 1,191 1,375 1,273 1,293 
TN,M 1,296 1,554 1,456 1,394 173 219 198 194 1,123 1,335 1,258 1,200 
TN,W 1,022 1,451 1,316 1,157 177 290 274 193 845 1,161 1,042 964 
7TH 14,330 17,753 17,230 14,853 2,172 2,511 2,809 1,874 12,158 15,242 14,421 12,979 
IL,N 6,263 7,859 7,566 6,556 668 777 837 608 5,595 7,082 6,729 5,948 
IL,C 1,135 1,391 1,329 1,197 198 266 282 182 937 1,125 1,047 1,015 
IL,S 1,303 1,359 1,401 1,261 258 278 321 215 1,045 1,081 1,080 1,046 
IN,N 1,643 2,042 1,838 1,847 239 266 281 224 1,404 1,776 1,557 1,623 
IN,S 2,411 2,779 2,599 2,591 439 431 478 392 1,972 2,348 2,121 2,199 
WILE 1,288 1,357 1,542 1,103 305 309 411 203 983 1,048 1,131 900 
WI,W 287 966 955 298 65 184 199 50 222 782 756 248 
8TH 14,533 14,739 15,364 13,908 3,261 2,884 3,410 2,725 11,262 11,655 11,054 11,183 
AR,E 2,092 2,086 2,186 1,992 594 419 536 477 1,498 1,667 1,650 1,515 
AR,W 650 924 1,020 554 205 179 283 101 445 745 737 453 
1A,N 726 884 876 734 182 182 191 173 544 702 685 561 
1A,S 1,076 1,310 1,314 1,072 265 225 300 190 811 1,085 1,014 882 
MN 2,535 2,283 2,263 2,555 467 461 525 403 2,068 1,822 1,738 2,152 
MO,E 3,324 2,694 2,955 3,063 531 305 370 466 2,793 2,389 2,585 2,597 
MO,W 2,496 2,571 2,700 2,367 612 614 664 562 1,884 1,957 2,036 1,805 
NE 963 1,112 1,159 916 172 194 220 146 791 918 939 770 
ND 293 369 361 301 122 162 176 108 171 207 185 193 
sD 378 506 530 354 101 143 145 99 277 363 385 255 
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Table C-1. (Continued) 


Total Civil Cases U.S. Civil Cases Private Civil Cases 
Pending Pending Pending Pending Pending Pending 
Circuit and District Sept. 30, 1994 | Commenced | Terminated | Sept. 30, 1995 |Sept. 30, 1994 | Commenced Terminated | Sept. 30, 1995 | Sept. 30, 1994 | Commenced | Terminated Sept. 30, 1995 

9TH 31,082 36,953 35,537 32,498 6,135 7,383 7,684 5,634 24,047 29,570 27,663 26,664 
AK 1,039 700 683 1,056 207 153 177 183 832 547 506 873 
AZ 3,672 3,660 3,663 3,669 658 526 592 592 3,014 3,134 3,071 3,077 
CA,N 5,005 5,223 §,321 4,907 733 911 886 758 4,272 4,312 4,435 4,149 
CAE 3,664 3,382 3,224 3,822 760 670 673 757 2,904 2,712 2,551 3,065 
CA,C 7,195 10,303 10,050 7,448 1,474 2,318 2,394 1,398 5,721 7,985 7,656 6,050 
CA,S 1,741 2,881 2,327 2,295 §12 556 629 439 1,229 2,325 1,698 1,856 
HI 972 1,050 1,066 956 141 216 227 130 831 834 839 826 
ID 682 570 585 667 204 189 197 196 478 381 388 471 
MT 911 683 702 892 246 227 217 256 665 456 485 636 
NV 1,994 2,140 2,126 2,008 310 312 381 241 1,684 1,828 1,745 1,767 
OR 1.690 2,592 2,243 2,039 362 501 497 366 1,328 2,091 1,746 1,673 
WA,E 421 729 677 473 132 210 215 127 289 519 462 346 
WA,W 2,003 2,855 2,737 2,121 378 524 547 355 1,625 2,331 2,190 1,766 
GUAM 67 130 99 98 16 59 43 32 51 71 56 66 
NMI 26 55 34 47 2 11 9 4 24 44 25 43 
10TH 11,262 12,545 12,550 11,247 2,717 3,087 3,119 2,685 8,535 9,458 9,431 6,562 
co 2,411 3,286 2,924 2,773 410 618 540 488 2,001 2,668 2,384 2,285 
KS 1,837 1,898 1,949 1,786 424 479 471 432 1,413 1,419 1,478 1,354 
NM 1,655 1,564 1,473 1,746 512 407 380 539 1,143 1,157 1,093 1,207 
OK,N 1,170 1,292 1,353 1,109 400 440 466 374 770 852 887 735 
OK,E 649 620 873 396 230 174 276 128 419 446 597 268 
OK,wW 1,603 2,168 2,352 1,419 414 645 702 357 1,189 1,523 1,650 1,062 
UT 1,582 1,323 1,286 1,619 283 276 235 324 1,299 1,047 1,051 1,295 
WY 345 394 340 399 44 48 49 43 301 346 291 356 
11TH 31,798 26,789 25,044 35,543 4,310 4,687 4,736 4,261 27,488 24,102 20,308 31,262 
AL,N 12,521 6,880 3,334 16,067 475 482 535 422 12,046 6,398 2,799 15,645 
AL,M 1,255 1,690 1,705 1,240 182 224 184 222 1,073 1,466 1,521 1,018 
AL,S 1,040 1,120 1,133 1,027 171 208 221 158 869 912 912 869 
FL.N 1,588 1,663 1,705 1,546 395 501 460 436 1,193 1,162 1,245 1,110 
FL.M 5,130 5,547 5,468 5,209 1,044 1,012 1,038 1,018 4,086 4,535 4,430 4,191 
FL,S 4,447 5,331 5,209 4,569 1,105 1,146 1,271 980 3,342 4,185 3,938 3,589 
GA,N 3,413 3,953 4,165 3,201 468 589 562 495 2,945 3,364 3,603 2,706 
GA,M 1,411 1,396 1,210 1,597 300 272 265 307 1,111 1,124 945 1,290 
GA,S 993 1,209 1,115 1,087 170 253 200 223 823 956 915 864 


NOTE: PENDING CASES EXCLUDE ASBESTOS CASES TRANSFERRED TO PA,E UNDER ORDER 875 OF THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION. 
‘THE TOTALS FOR TERMINATED CASES FOR 1995 EXCLUDE APPROXIMATELY 2,800 ASBESTOS CASES TERMINATED IN THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO PURSUANT TO MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION ORDER 6875. 
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Table C-2. 


U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Commenced, by Basis of Jurisdiction 
and Nature of Suit, During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


1995 
U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Federal Diversity of Local 
Nature of Suit 1994 Total Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 
TOTAL CASES 236,391 248,335 14,130 29,028 153,489 51,448 240 
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL 31,254 31,182 3,666 632 5,838 20,992 54 
INSURANCE 7,385 7,540 28 77 900 6,528 7 
MARINE 2,708 2,622 19 16 2,427 157 3 
MILLER ACT 886 775 252 1 522 . - 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 1,499 1,536 620 39 106 771 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS, TOTAL =. 2,330 1,822 1,569 74 73 106 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS 1,313 1,142 1,125 17 . . 
VETERANS’ OVERPAYMENT 653 253 251 2 : . 
OTHER 364 427 193 55 73 106 - 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 16,446 16,887 1,178 425 1,810 13,430 44 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 7,585 6,869 4,136 460 719 1,531 23 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 435 334 241 20 61 11 1 
FORECLOSURE 5,572 4,972 3,725 159 270 798 20 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT 303 310 61 21 91 137 ° 
TORTS TO LAND, INCLUDING 
PRODUCT LIABILITY 412 401 20 50 90 240 1 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 863 852 89 210 207 345 1 
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 47,664 53,986 101 3,244 21,760 28,806 75 
PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 44,306 50,565 33 3,003 20,704 26,756 69 
PERSONAL INJURY/ 
PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL 22,288 27,547 - 69 15,413 12,059 6 
AIRPLANE 115 155 4 52 99 - 
MARINE 42 53 2 23 28 - 
MOTOR VEHICLE 534 566 12 11 541 2 
ASBESTOS 6,518 6,916 4 4,814 2,098 - 
OTHER 15,079 19,857 47 10,513 9,293 4 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 22,018 23,018 33 2,934 §,291 14,697 63 
AIRPLANE 557 683 : 68 180 432 3 
MARINE 2,330 2,277 12 98 1,809 356 2 
MOTOR VEHICLE 5,087 5,374 - 901 164 4,305 4 
ASSAULT, LIBEL, AND SLANDER 783 826 . 79 178 568 1 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 2,092 1,903 110 1,793 . ° 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 1,332 1,328 ; 527 , 800 1 
OTHER 9,837 10,627 21 1,151 1,167 8,236 52 


6¢ 1 


EEA RSET INTESTINE TSE EE I ST TS ITT I ET SS ETN LEE LED ATE ET TE TET AE IE EE EEE ELT EE 
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1995 
U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Federal Diversity of Local 
Nature of Suit 1994 Total Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 
PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE, TOTAL 3,358 3,421 68 241 1,056 2,050 6 
FRAUD, INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 1,708 1,881 42 58 688 1,091 2 
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 1,650 1,540 26 183 368 959 4 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL 149,788 156,209 6,227 24,690 125,166 118 8 
ANTITRUST 686 781 30 7 744 : : 
BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL 5,497 5,046 62 77 4,907 . . 
APPEAL (28 USC 158) 4,558 4,312 53 65 4,194 ' : 
WITHDRAWAL (28 USC 157) 939 734 4 12 713 
BANKS AND BANKING 573 432 60 98 274 : . 
CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL 32,622 36,600 668 2,358 33,574 : : 
VOTING 224 208 8 12 188 . : 
EMPLOYMENT 15,965 19,059 410 1,275 17,374 
HOUSING AND ACCOMMODATIONS 730 735 115 38 582 
WELFARE 122 116 - 13 103 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 15,581 16,482 135 1,020 15,327 
COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) 929 580 59 4 517 : : 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 1,120 1,081 232 226 623 : : 
DEPORTATION 117 106 : 88 18 - - 
PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL 57,940 63,550 : 8,951 54,593 - 6 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 4,628 5,988 - 5,988 - - : 
HABEAS CORPUS 13,359 14,975 - 1,343 13,627 - 5 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 888 908 : 510 397 - 1 
CIVIL RIGHTS 39,065 41,679 - 1,110 40,569 - - 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL 3,285 2,517 2,222 295 : : . 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 156 155 48 107 - . . 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 263 197 180 17 
DRUG-RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY 1,326 1,042 980 62 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 29 11 10 1 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT 49 33 30 3 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 1,462 1,079 974 105 
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Table C-2. (Continued) 
1995 
U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Federal Diversity of Local 
Nature of Suit 1994 Total Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 

LABOR LAWS, TOTAL 15,662 14,054 518 147 14,289 . . 

FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 1,545 1,580 213 20 1,347 . . 

LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 2,142 1,984 102 18 1,864 

LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING 

AND DISCLOSURE ACT 153 161 19 2 140 

RAILWAY LABOR ACT 163 172 2 5 165 

ERISA’ 10,216 9,517 104 32 9,381 

OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 1,443 1,540 78 70 1,392 
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL 6,902 6,866 10 17 6,839 . . 

COPYRIGHT 2,828 2,417 . . 2,417 . , 

PATENT 1,617 1,723 . 17 1,706 

TRADEMARK 2,457 2,726 10 . 2,716 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, 

AND EXCHANGES 1,610 1,906 204 13 1,689 . " 

SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS, TOTAL 10,927 9,354 75 9,279 . . " 

HEALTH INSURANCE 108 81 - 81 . - - 

BLACK LUNG CASES 17 1 1 10 

DISABILITY INSURANCE 6,641 5,501 74 5,427 

SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 3,682 3,347 . 3,347 

RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 479 414 : 414 
RICO”’ 828 900 11 - 794 95 : 
STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS 8 7 . - 7 - : 
TAX SUITS 2,187 2,202 1,008 1,192 - - 2 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE 36 33 - 33 . . ° 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 573 467 : 418 49 - - 
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES 356 309 4 21 261 23 - 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 7,730 8,518 1,064 1,466 5,988 - : 
OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL 100 89 - 2 6 1 80 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS . . . . , ; ; 

INSANITY 

PROBATE . . : : , ; 

OTHER 100 89 . 2 6 1 80 
* ERISA = EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT 
** RICO = RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS. 4 2Y 
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Table C-2A. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Commenced, by Nature of Suit, 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1991, Through 1995 


Percent Change 
NATURE OF SUIT 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1995/1994 
TOTAL CASES 210,890 230,609 229,650 236,391 248,335 6.1 
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL 45,418 49,434 35,146 31,264 31,182 0.2 
INSURANCE 7,364 7,320 7,383 7,385 7,540 2.1 
MARINE 3,190 3,310 3,017 2,708 2,622 3.2 
MILLER ACT 1,116 835 835 886 775 12.5 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 3,092 2,690 1,905 1,499 1,536 2.5 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS 
AND ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS 11,188 16,006 4,519 2,330 1,822 -21.8 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS 6,344 11,711 2,816 1,313 1,142 -13.0 
VETERANS’ OVERPAYMENT 4,289 3,809 1,306 653 253 61.3 
OTHER 555 486 397 364 427 17.3 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 19,468 19,273 17,487 16,446 16,687 2.7 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 10,049 9,976 7,684 7,585 6,869 -9.4 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 547 443 374 435 334 -23.2 
FORECLOSURE 7,586 7,630 5,896 5,572 4,972 -10.8 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT 414 390 340 303 310 2.3 
TORTS TO LAND, INCLUDING PRODUCT LIABILITY 44) 453 404 412 401 2.7 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 1,061 1,060 870 863 852 “1.3 
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 35,945 38,179 43,259 47,664 53,986 13.3 
PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 32,681 34,840 39,746 44,306 50,565 14.1 
PERSONAL INJURY/PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL 10,952 12,437 18,959 22,288 27,547 23.6 
AIRPLANE 111 114 95 115 155 34.8 
MARINE 55 75 65 42 53 26.2 
MOTOR VEHICLE 533 567 630 534 566 6.0 
ASBESTOS 5,596 5,131 5,683 6,518 6,916 6.1 
OTHER 4,657 6,550 12,486 15,079 19,857 31.7 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 21,729 22,403 20,787 22,018 23,018 4.5 
AIRPLANE 886 685 534 557 683 22.6 
MARINE 2,978 2,854 2,601 2,330 2,277 2.3 
MOTOR VEHICLE 5,883 5,635 5,370 5,087 5,374 56 
ASSAULT, LIBEL, AND SLANDER 619 684 712 783 826 5.5 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 2,497 3,233 2,149 2,092 1,903 -9.0 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 1,348 1,375 1,279 1,332 1,328 -0.3 
OTHER 7,518 7,937 8,142 9,837 10,627 8.0 
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Percent Change 
NATURE OF SUIT 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1995/1994 
PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE, TOTAL 3,264 3,339 3,513 3,358 3,421 1.9 
FRAUD, INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 1,567 1,640 1,756 1,708 1,881 10.1 
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 1,697 1,699 1,757 1,650 1,540 6.7 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL 119,337 132,618 143,398 149,786 156,209 4.3 
ANTITRUST 654 502 653 686 781 13.8 
BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL 5,050 5,405 6,302 5,497 5,046 8.2 
APPEAL (28 USC 158) 4,332 4,626 4,892 4,558 4,312 -5.4 
WITHDRAWAL (28 USC 157) 718 779 1,410 939 734 -21.8 
BANKS AND BANKING 771 1,097 802 573 432 -24.6 
CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL 19,8692 24,233 27,655 32,622 36,600 12.2 
VOTING 247 494 213 224 208 -7.2 
EMPLOYMENT 8,370 10,771 12,962 15,965 19,059 19.4 
HOUSING AND ACCOMMODATIONS 452 527 590 730 735 0.7 
WELFARE 130 125 114 122 116 -4.9 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 10,693 12,316 13,776 15,581 16,482 5.8 
COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) 1,900 1,998 1,641 929 580 -37.6 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 1,080 1,236 1,054 1,120 1,081 -3.5 
DEPORTATION 54 88 104 117 106 -9.4 
PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL 42,316 48,423 53,451 57,940 63,550 9.7 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 3,385 3,983 5,379 4,628 5,988 29.4 
HABEAS CORPUS 12,019 12,806 13,054 13,359 14,975 12.1 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 664 1,078 1,085 888 908 2.3 
CIVIL RIGHTS 26,248 30,556 33,933 39,065 41,679 6.7 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL 5,525 §,529 4,479 3,285 2,517 -23.4 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 91 98 115 156 155 -0.7 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 635 559 390 263 197 -25.1 
DRUG-RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY 2,217 2,348 1,934 1,326 1,042 -21.4 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 45 57 46 29 11 -62.1 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT 91 75 69 49 33 -32.7 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 2,446 2,392 1,925 1,462 1,079 -26.2 
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Table C-2A. (Continued) 


Percent Change 
NATURE OF SUIT 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1995/1994 
LABOR LAWS, TOTAL 14,917 16,394 15,820 15,662 14,954 -4.5 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 1,328 1,464 1,457 1,545 1,580 2.3 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 2,039 2,219 2,050 2,142 1,984 7.4 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING 
AND DISCLOSURE ACT 149 174 137 153 161 5.2 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT 163 163 166 163 172 5.5 
ERISA’ 9,843 10,918 10,536 10,216 9,517 6.9 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 1,395 1,456 1,474 1,443 1,540 6.7 
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL 5,186 5,830 6,560 6,902 6,866 -0.5 
COPYRIGHT 1,795 2,080 2,588 2,828 2,417 -14.5 
PATENT 1,171 1,474 1,553 1,617 1,723 6.6 
TRADEMARK 2,220 2,276 2,419 2,457 2,726 10.9 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, AND EXCHANGES 2,084 2,002 1,793 1,810 1,906 5.3 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS, TOTAL 8,491 8,958 11,747 10,927 9,354 -14.4 
HEALTH INSURANCE 139 125 137 108 81 -25.0 
BLACK LUNG CASES 16 20 17 17 1 -35.3 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 5,890 5,894 7,664 6,641 5,501 -17.2 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 2,138 2,537 3,476 3,682 3,347 -9.1 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS’ BENEFITS 308 382 453 479 414 -13.6 
OTHER ° ; ; : ; ; 
RICO** 972 897 903 828 900 8.7 
STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS 12 22 4 8 7 : 
TAX SUITS 2,493 2,296 2,274 2,187 2,202 0.7 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE 27 37 34 36 33 -8.3 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 350 436 435 573 467 -18.5 
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES 262 425 300 356 309 -13.2 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 7,301 7,010 7,387 7,730 8,518 10.2 
OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL 141 102 163 100 89 -11.0 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS H 3 1 
INSANITY . . . 
PROBATE ; ; ‘ : . : 
OTHER 133 99 162 100 89 -11.0 


NOTE: PERCENT CHANGE NOT COMPUTED WHERE BASE IS LESS THAN 10. 
* ERISA = EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT. 
** RICO = RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS. 
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Table C-3. 


U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Commenced, by Nature of Suit and District, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


U.S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Motions to Mandamus | Forfeitures 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Habeas | Civil and and Labor Sociai Tax All 

District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust; Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights Other Penalties | Suits | Security Suits Other 
TOTAL 248,335 43,158 4,298 4,506 3,345 37 3,026 5,988 1,343 1,110 §10 2,517 665 9,354 2,200 4,169 

DC 2,717 1,300 85 15 103 15 314 §2 24 170 16 21 11 15 8 451 
18T 7,386 1,786 303 384 147 : 80 208 12 28 12 135 52 212 54 159 

ME 746 179 10 92 3 11 20 - : 5 5 15 3 15 
MA 3,484 759 214 60 74 47 69 2 14 - 56 42 58 33 90 
NH 691 124 16 8 15 8 13 : 1 5 1 27 8 22 
Ri 709 122 10 4 20 8 42 : 1 - 9 1 13 5 9 
PR 1,755 602 53 220 35 6 64 10 13 11 60 3 99 5 23 
2ND 22,676 3,485 330 292 338 4 216 453 61 64 158 278 88 643 139 419 

CT 2,799 387 42 61 63 1 27 29 8 8 2 16 22 42 21 45 
NY,N 1,852 328 16 48 30 - 14 32 - - 1 53 9 93 7 25 
NYE 5,570 1,275 150 28 137 1 47 227 15 16 141 77 16 263 55 102 
NY,S 10,273 978 83 29 88 2 88 129 33 32 10 48 36 153 35 212 
NY,W 1,761 402 33 92 15 23 28 5 7 3 73 5 75 18 25 
VT 421 115 6 34 5 19 8 - 1 1 11 17 3 10 
3RD 21,713 3,079 384 298 339 - 2°86 332 136 140 34 164 71 §52 133 277 

DE 837 78 8 16 9 6 1 - - - 3 - 13 4 8 
NJ 6,892 1,114 204 44 165 73 79 28 19 3 90 22 196 57 134 
PA.E 8,500 832 63 103 110 96 146 3 6 10 17 28 127 45 78 
PA,M 2,260 495 24 50 27 15 45 96 108 18 11 8 59 9 25 
PA,W 2,873 534 81 81 24 29 45 g 7 3 42 13 156 16 28 
Vi 351 26 4 4 4 - 6 1 - 1 2 4 
4TH 19,808 4,406 480 738 309 3 242 657 63 50 113 254 40 1,048 125 284 

MD 3,993 684 78 31 81 2 77 83 28 1 3 55 11 95 63 76 
NC,E 1,494 429 76 8 25 20 62 10 17 97 31 5 59 3 16 
NC.M 914 279 26 1 11 8 68 - 3 1 34 - 95 4 28 
NC,W 914 299 50 11 8 9 85 1 1 1 32 4 85 3 9 
Sc 4,214 1,215 144 663 42 - 27 64 1 5 1 24 2 204 11 27 
VA.E 4,372 605 67 6 107 1 79 126 9 10 4 45 6 35 28 82 
VA,W 2,111 389 13 7 14 4 57 11 4 3 18 2 236 4 16 
WV,N 597 142 15 8 6 : 5 40 1 5 3 4 1 43 1 10 
WV,S 1,199 364 11 3 15 13 72 2 4 : 1 4 196 8 20 
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Table C-3. (Continued) 


Private Cases 


Motor Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other Other Mandamus | Copyright 

and Private Real Personal | Personal |Personal| Tort Civil Habeas Civil and Patent Labor All 
District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA* Injury Injury Injury | Actions | Antitrust | Rights | Corpus | Rights Other Trademark | Suits Other 
TOTAL 205,177 26,884 2,273 1,793 2,218 5,027 38,491 3,112 744 33,574 13,632 40,569 398 6,839 14,289 15,334 
DC 1,417 176 16 4 2 50 153 19 7 353 19 252 5 35 169 157 
18ST 5,699 1,149 148 54 115 186 689 88 23 1,031 176 434 17 331 445 713 
ME 567 99 7 20 12 37 82 3 3 116 19 94 . 19 17 39 
MA 2,725 583 25 27 69 58 274 50 13 474 64 148 10 207 313 410 
NH 567 90 6 : 5 18 96 12 1 130 28 54 1 41 28 57 
RI! 587 126 5 7 8 30 66 10 3 93 32 54 4 27 37 85 
PR 1,153 251 105 21 43 171 13 3 218 33 84 2 37 50 122 
2ND 19,191 3,302 209 296 193 580 2,433 435 68 3,152 800 2,385 20 1,045 2,050 2,223 
CT 2,412 387 37 19 9 63 327 160 6 521 75 374 3 98 150 183 
NY,N 1,524 91 12 56 4 40 113 13 5 333 121 446 2 45 109 134 
NY,E 4,295 570 68 105 44 211 593 62 11 690 212 218 11 177 761 562 
NY,S 9,295 2,115 73 109 134 229 1,163 176 41 1,228 287 953 2 687 914 1,184 
NY,W 1,359 88 1 4 2 22 186 19 4 318 88 358 2 31 105 121 
VT 306 51 8 3 : 15 51 5 1 62 17 36 7 11 39 
3RD 18,634 3,254 174 496 118 792 3,099 295 62 2,763 990 3,045 27 554 1,494 1,471 
DE 759 73 4 1 3 25 43 3 3 77 77 217 1 76 25 131 
NJ 5,778 1,149 48 65 58 236 1,038 107 16 818 246 642 1 230 567 557 
PA,E 7,668 1,506 69 329 32 375 1,537 114 29 1,049 356 1,116 16 161 571 408 
PA,M 1,765 204 16 15 - 102 185 30 7 266 112 617 6 27 93 85 
PA,W 2,339 262 13 86 19 48 236 34 7 529 181 448 . 60 238 178 
vi 325 60 24 6 6 60 7 : 24 18 5 3 112 
4TH 15,402 1,926 107 126 100 697 2,112 222 360=— «2, 199 927 4,608 37 424 978 903 
MD 3,309 464 27 10 17 144 287 75 10 641 208 729 7 102 307 281 
NC,E 1,065 118 9 4 10 26 114 8 2 135 26 476 4 43 25 65 
NC,.M 635 78 3 9 - 7 76 9 2 119 38 171 1 43 27 52 
NC,W 615 101 5 2 1 12 37 8 . 120 22 145 2 37 33 90 
Sc 2,999 413 20 13 24 222 666 43 9 428 187 658 7 59 126 124 
VA,E 3,767 417 25 2 43 113 484 50 8 488 281 1,330 14 110 246 156 
VA,W 1,722 125 7 71 1 75 107 9 2 119 107 930 18 81 70 
WV,N 455 93 4 1 1 43 65 8 - 58 33 82 : 3 38 26 
WV,S 835 117 7 14 3 55 276 12 3 91 25 87 2 q 95 39 
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Table C-3. (Continued) 


U.S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Motions to Mandamus | Forfeitures 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Habeas | Civil and and Labor Social Tax All 

District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust} Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights Other Penaities | Suits | Security Suits Other 

STH 36,942 3,789 368 208 381 4 275 733 157 71 9 301 54 740 164 324 

LA,E 4,010 455 40 72 69 1 32 76 5 3 1 22 7 73 14 40 
LA,M 2,913 104 8 13 13 4 5 - 1 - 4 2 35 5 14 
LA,W 2,432 419 22 24 34 26 26 64 13 4 12 1 156 5 32 
MS,N 1,159 129 10 » 23 4 5 25 2 1 - 2 50 1 6 
MS,S 2,376 241 26 24 20 24 36 1 - - 16 - 73 6 15 
TX,N 4,937 671 87 13 46 64 132 32 26 1 41 16 116 40 57 
T™X,E 3,437 304 26 4 22 : 18 73 15 7 - 16 2 87 14 20 
T™,S 12,564 798 111 24 73 3 57 184 16 3 1 105 19 77 39 86 
TX,W 3,114 668 38 11 100 - 45 176 22 17 2 83 7 73 40 54 
6TH 26,315 4,761 503 552 223 1 236 568 109 85 13 228 68 1,732 176 267 

KY,E 1,989 734 5 133 28 - 13 43 31 49 1 15 4 379 4 29 
KY,W 1,577 314 16 86 14 - 21 28 7 2 - 5 6 106 9 14 
MIE 5,153 1,081 277 20 62 1 55 157 24 17 5 45 8 306 38 66 
MI,W 1,745 263 12 10 18 20 41 - 2 - 31 5 83 17 24 
OH,N 8,184 871 46 179 28 37 98 6 4 - 35 17 349 23 49 
OH,S 2,821 523 38 87 33 27 58 1 4 2 42 22 142 29 38 
T™N,E 1,841 466 38 21 11 15 46 3 1 - 13 1 291 11 15 
™N,M 1,554 219 39 15 13 14 14 - - - 13 4 53 36 18 
™,W 1,451 290 32 1 16 34 83 37 6 5 29 1 23 9 14 
7TH 17,753 2,511 261 §03 145 1 195 340 117 87 31 121 43 378 89 200 

1L,N 7,859 777 66 56 61 1 107 108 36 19 19 42 19 95 37 111 
IL,C 1,391 266 41 71 12 : 15 36 8 1 - 6 8 53 6 iS) 
IL,S 1,359 278 16 64 14 - 4 35 33 43 10 9 1 27 9 13 
IN,N 2,042 266 38 88 12 13 39 - 3 1 8 7 36 12 cS) 
IN,S 2,779 431 65 102 24 : 34 31 13 8 : 15 4 101 12 22 
VALE 1,357 309 24 70 12 15 71 3 - 1 31 1 52 6 23 
WI,W 966 184 11 52 10 - 7 20 24 13 - 10 3 14 7 13 
8TH 14,739 2,864 263 349 140 1 169 292 106 74 17 138 25 925 88 297 

AR,E 2,086 419 i] 75 9 - 26 37 : - - 14 2 225 3 19 
AR,W 924 179 6 26 7 1 11 24 - - - 12 2 82 4 4 
1A,N 884 182 y 26 8 2 35 1 - - 7 1 76 9 8 
1A,S 1,310 225 10 33 5 6 26 1 3 - 14 3 101 6 17 
MN 2,283 461 84 12 28 - 28 43 33 20 1 20 - 72 26 94 
MO,E 2,694 305 29 5 20 31 2 3 16 4 34 3 124 12 22 
MO,W 2,571 614 44 12 19 42 77 61 31 12 23 10 204 8 71 
NE 1,112 194 23 51 17 13 23 a 2 - 11 4 13 9 24 
ND 369 162 38 55 9 4 8 1 - - 3 14 9 21 
SD 506 143 11 54 18 6 17 2 2 : - 14 2 17 
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Table C-3. (Continued) 


Private Cases 
Motor Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other Other Mandamus | Copyright 

and Private Real Personal | Personal |Personal| Tort Civil | Habeas Civil and Patent Labor All 
District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA* | Injury | Injury | Injury | Actions | Antitrust | Rights | Corpus | Rights Other Trademark | Suits Other 
5TH 33,153 3,629 187 4 847 663 11,443 428 60 3,621 2,001 6,756 57 491 1,105 1,664 

LA,E 3,555 611 26 i) 415 133 536 132 11 374 184 783 7 38 102 194 
LA,M 2,809 113 12 1 8 31 1,916 13 2 119 53 428 14 13 37 49 
LA.W 2,013 192 15 1 219 52 315 31 3 311 107 490 9 17 104 147 
MS,N 1,030 124 7 . 11 55 94 17 1 184 75 396 1 6 33 26 
MS,S 2,135 284 16 3 28 143 404 32 5 247 109 703 . 10 49 102 
TX,N 4,266 668 22 1 . 49 529 56 10 798 454 930 3 159 205 382 
TX.E 3,133 236 8 9 23 55 672 16 6 264 314 1,301 13 15 96 105 
TX,S 11,766 1,038 36 16 142 88 6,701 82 18 967 552 1,253 3 157 332 381 
TX,W 2,446 363 16 1 1 57 276 49 4 557 243 472 7 76 147 178 
6TH 21,554 1,873 133 220 71 486 6,913 190 63 3,220 1,176 3,943 26 517 1,476 1,247 

KY.E 1,255 157 11 16 9 66 143 11 5 231 80 337 5 7 77 100 
KYW 1,263 136 8 9 15 56 115 10 11 178 95 465 1 16 74 74 
Mi,E 4,072 492 35 61 21 53 899 35 14 612 232 636 3 171 460 348 
MiI,W 1,482 117 11 6 5 12 88 15 4 227 141 641 . 40 96 79 
OH,N 7,313 326 19 66 8 71 5,030 32 16 596 207 271 5 102 366 198 
OH,S 2,298 260 20 23 2 35 250 39 5 559 163 462 2 75 194 209 
TNE 1,375 154 16 22 3 94 179 17 1 282 70 325 41 84 87 
™N.M 1,335 126 5 9 3 51 90 13 5 275 132 432 . 46 78 70 
T™N.W 1,161 105 8 8 5 48 119 18 2 260 56 374 10 19 47 82 
7TH 16,242 1,545 702 157 37 291 1,553 189 124 8§=.: 3,265 1,062 2,958 30 494 1,834 1,001 

IL,N 7,082 842 663 108 11 83 463 108 107 1,622 209 716 13 325 1,244 568 
IL,C 1,125 71 4 8 5 18 200 11 5 212 55 318 1 16 130 71 
iL,S 1,081 103 2 5 17 57 229 9 1 130 54 307 3 4 108 52 
IN,N 1,776 126 7 11 - 55 146 16 2 459 292 467 6 26 104 59 
INS 2,348 214 12 15 1 62 412 23 6 418 306 578 4 43 144 110 
WILE 1,048 126 10 8 3 9 67 13 2 252 89 273 1 48 73 74 
WI.W 782 63 4 2 7 36 9 1 172 57 299 2 32 31 67 
6TH 11,655 1,187 69 94 14 326 963 209 87 = - 2,341 907 3,878 23 268 703 766 

AR.E 1,667 151 4 3 3 49 84 21 3 358 154 704 5 11 38 79 
AR.W 745 82 7 1 . 44 82 16 1 116 41 284 1 11 26 33 
1A,N 702 53 4 - - 18 37 12 2 109 44 328 . 11 31 53 
\A,S 1,085 63 5 10 2 20 55 16 3 168 49 531 10 15 71 67 
MN 1,822 280 13 48 1 17 207 56 46 444 46 114 135 202 213 
MO,E 2,389 200 17 . 8 72 255 33 22 468 227 739 . 58 169 121 
MO,W 1,957 164 7 . - 39 97 25 5 389 241 790 4 23 96 77 
NE 918 83 5 25 30 64 11 - 195 50 324 . 18 52 61 
ND 207 48 4 4 18 47 5 3 25 4 9 2 1 11 26 
SD 363 63 3 3 19 35 14 2 69 51 55 1 5 7 36 
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Table C-3. (Continued) 


U.S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Motions to Mandamus | Forfeitures 

and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Habeas | Civil and and Labor Social Tax All 
District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust} Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights Other Penalties | Suits | Security Suits Other 
9TH 36,953 7,383 736 328 746 6 549 1,167 221 47 45 462 143 1,190 865 889 

AK 700 153 33 6 25 . 12 21 1 . . 10 . 9 5 31 
AZ 3,660 526 72 11 71 . 39 116 - 3 . 33 13 56 28 84 
CA,N 5,223 911 80 20 98 3 115 81 53 5 4 23 17 159 95 158 
CAE 3,382 670 54 30 89 . 56 92 5 1 . 40 15 218 36 34 
CA,C 10,303 2,318 227 69 196 1 113 245 128 1 10 162 61 319 572 204 
CA,S 2,881 556 30 7 78 - 50 151 13 13 2 74 8 56 14 60 
HI 1,050 216 65 21 29 1 17 48 7 3 2 4 19 
ID 570 189 13 37 21 9 17 - 27 . 13 17 35 
MT 683 227 13 54 19 16 29 1 - 3 3 61 4 24 
NV 2,140 312 18 14 25 27 57 5 5 - 16 4 10 22 109 
OR 2,592 501 32 18 19 39 139 1 2 29 20 4 124 22 52 
WA,E 729 210 21 18 17 . 11 50 - - 7 1 53 18 14 
WA,W 2,855 524 41 22 56 1 44 112 14 5 26 7 110 28 58 
GUAM 130 59 37 1 2 - y 2 3 - 5 
NMI 55 11 1 1 7 2 
10TH 12,545 3,087 140 707 146 1 218 292 184 172 34 92 26 620 201 254 

co 3,286 618 27 13 57 1 69 54 102 78 23 28 7 51 50 58 
KS 1,898 479 26 91 10 26 43 45 76 8 21 4 80 15 34 
NM 1,564 407 12 50 37 43 58 . 1 13 2 153 6 32 
OK,N 1,292 440 8 233 6 10 18 1 12 3 125 6 18 
OK,E 620 174 6 35 9 11 18 : - . 2 - 85 2 6 
OK,W 2,168 645 38 271 12 48 48 34 15 3 5 6 95 44 26 
UT 1,323 276 19 13 11 10 45 2 2 10 3 24 73 64 
wy 394 48 4 1 4 1 8 1 1 7 5 16 
11TH 28,789 4,687 445 222 329 1 311 694 153 122 28 333 aa 1,299 158 348 

AL,N 6,880 482 54 8 29 29 24 10 8 : 24 6 259 9 22 
AL,M 1,690 224 25 6 16 24 31 2 1 17 91 4 7 
AL,S 1,120 208 7 3 7 6 58 - - . 15 - 92 5 15 
FL,N 1,663 501 19 108 14 30 101 31 63 7 45 4 45 10 24 
FL,M 5,547 1,012 80 22 91 68 190 15 4 1 49 18 346 60 68 
FL.S 5,331 1,146 170 47 77 76 295 58 25 13 87 9 95 47 147 
GA,N 3,953 589 47 19 50 . 51 114 22 13 4 55 1 148 18 47 
GA,M 1,396 272 24 5 18 1 12 38 2 - 3 17 3 137 3 9 
GA,S 1,209 253 19 4 27 15 43 13 8 24 3 86 2 9 
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Table C-3. (Continued) 


Private Cases 
Motor Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicie | Other Other Mandamus | Copyright 
and Private Real Personal | Personal | Personal; Tort Civil Habeas Civil and Patent Labor All 

District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA* | Injury Injury Injury | Actions | Antitrust | Rights | Corpus | Rights Other Trademark | Suits Other 

9TH 29,570 4,679 281 145 593 228 2,730 348 113 = 4,783 2,671 5,574 62 1,709 2,503 3,131 

AK 547 117 5 1 56 3 108 7 1 72 28 50 . 3 29 67 
AZ 3,134 289 16 4 1 29 229 28 9 394 344 1,293 15 97 95 291 
CA,N 4,312 651 34 5 42 20 287 47 26 784 431 667 22 336 509 451 
CA,E 2,712 258 21 3 5 12 119 20 3 450 349 1,097 4 57 144 170 
CA,C 7,985 1,757 75 43 34 40 403 100 42 1,114 793 661 10 799 951 1,163 
CA,S 2,325 293 32 1 16 5 762 23 6 356 77 346 2 137 92 177 
HI 834 186 10 1 50 12 58 16 - 197 30 81 1 15 106 71 
ID 381 61 5 1 5 40 3 6 73 25 80 12 22 48 
MT 456 107 4 5 17 66 11 1 75 25 81 - 3 25 36 
NV 1,828 259 21 3 - 12 119 16 7 324 222 488 3 63 73 218 
OR 2,091 250 37 8 27 49 393 32 3 486 139 230 23 57 204 153 
WA,E 519 47 7 8 1 4y 21 10 - 63 42 236 - 9 22 44 
WA,W 2,331 372 13 62 357 15 116 33 S 378 164 264 2 119 221 206 
GUAM 71 18 - 4 4 2 5 2 1 - 35 
NMI 44 14 1 - 5 12 - 1 10 1 
10TH 9,458 1,389 143 99 T 270 1,260 198 30 8=—s_- 2,160 625 1,686 Q 265 505 628 

co 2,668 308 19 53 49 408 55 8 600 97 573 2 89 158 249 
KS 1,419 167 14 14 : 45 221 29 9 355 83 265 3 40 99 75 
NM 1,157 179 11 11 31 115 30 3 413 79 128 - 22 38 97 
OK,N 852 197 17 - 27 72 17 : 150 92 139 1 13 62 65 
OK,E 446 46 19 4 30 43 14 2 65 57 121 - 2 20 23 
OK,W 1,523 257 43 6 . 48 198 28 2 332 166 220 2 11 71 139 
UT 1,047 187 18 6 1 17 100 22 5 188 25 181 1 86 45 165 
WY 346 48 2 5 23 93 3 1 57 26 59 : 2 12 15 
11TH 24,102 2,775 134 61 127 458 5,153 491 71 4,486 2,188 5,050 65 686 1,027 1,330 

AL,N 6,398 416 25 - 83 3,726 65 11 745 292 700 1 28 178 119 
AL,M 1,466 152 7 - . 43 93 97 1 281 169 547 3 33 40 
AL,S 912 139 5 1 20 26 122 39 1 159 94 211 - 5 38 52 
FL,N 1,162 68 4 3 7 24 50 5 3 148 187 582 6 18 23 34 
FL,M 4,535 507 27 3 30 37 337 56 14 1,015 665 1,055 25 171 234 359 
FL,S 4,185 919 20 2 61 31 313 80 12 891 355 431 12 295 318 445 
GA,N 3,364 355 22 10 124 304 130 24 911 243 727 16 143 152 203 
GA,M 1,124 80 10 2 : 42 75 11 1 197 131 490 3 13 19 50 
GA,S 956 139 14 31 g 48 133 8 4 139 52 307 2 10 32 28 


* FELA = FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 
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Table C-3A. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Pending, by Nature of Suit and District, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


U.S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Motions to Mandamus | Forfeitures 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Habeas | Civil and and Labor Social Tax All 
District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust} Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights Other Penalties | Suits | Security Suits Other 

TOTAL 242,274 38,009 2,944 3,228 3,566 23 3,168 4,057 791 600 365 2,465 $26 10,326 
DC 2,466 1,254 90 20 108 8 271 149 6 57 3 14 c) 23 

1ST 7,061 1,634 264 181 167 . 01 154 12 26 10 114 49 325 
ME 439 93 6 38 2 5 10 - - - 6 4 10 
MA 3,777 757 203 60 85 : 60 58 4 14 1 31 35 52 
NH 661 90 12 1 14 8 5 - ° 6 1 17 
Ri 600 89 9 2 13 4 11 - 1 . 8 3 14 
PR 2,504 605 34 80 53 9 70 8 11 9 63 6 232 

2ND 30,367 4,294 369 348 557 3 312 323 56 80 197 328 96 897 
CT 3,972 540 61 117 70 1 28 3 9 11 1 30 23 93 
NY,N 2,981 426 17 34 48 - 25 23 2 3 3 57 7 153 
NY,E 8,058 1,547 129 49 280 : 93 155 12 21 180 103 24 313 
NY,S 12,509 1,256 133 41 129 2 121 121 28 39 11 58 34 216 
NY,W 2,354 415 26 95 19 31 15 5 5 1 66 8 87 
VT 493 110 3 12 11 14 6 1 1 14 35 

3RD 17,205 2,205 112 151 321 . 209 205 59 91 6 138 41 527 
DE 746 71 2 11 14 : 8 10 1 - - 2 - 9 
NJ 6,078 928 59 42 170 77 69 15 14 1 56 13 255 
PA,E 5,320 474 14 22 72 73 78 1 5 1 7 11 101 
PA.M 1,692 306 9 33 19 . 11 23 34 67 3 32 4 48 
PA,W 2,611 358 17 36 29 38 19 8 5 1 34 11 113 
Vi 848 68 11 7 17 : 2 6 7 2 1 

4TH 14,078 3,502 323 434 292 2 222 404 27 25 53 232 22 1,145 
MD 3,127 527 58 35 80 2 89 41 8 - 3 29 6 68 
NC,E 1,018 260 33 10 23 14 18 7 8 44 23 3 60 
NC.M 772 264 7 1 6 8 63 1 36 - 114 
NC,W 957 287 27 11 8 13 68 - 1 61 3 79 
SC 3,689 1,017 131 348 50 40 63 - 4 1 22 2 318 
VA,E 2,331 355 44 5 90 38 54 5 5 2 21 2 38 
VA,W 1,459 338 7 8 13 7 36 5 1 1 15 1 219 
WV,N 659 180 13 11 4 5 30 1 3 19 2 68 
WV,S 966 274 3 5 13 8 31 1 4 6 3 181 
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Table C-3A. (Continued) 


Private Cases 


Motor Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other Other Mandamus | Copyright 

and Private Real Personal | Personal| Personal; Tort Civil Habeas Civil and Patent Labor All 
District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA* Injury Injury | Injury | Actions | Antitrust | Rights | Corpus | Rights Other Trademark | Suits Other 
TOTAL 204,265 25,709 1,779 2,230 2,475 4,918 50,474 3,200 914 36,263 10,714 31,457 183 6,080 11,734 16,045 

DC 1,212 191 15 3 2 37 146 20 8 316 3 129 2 39 145 156 
18ST 6,347 1,208 128 59 161 188 1,171 120 31 1,296 126 450 10 261 435 693 

ME 346 59 6 16 7 24 62 2 3 79 8 43 - 10 10 17 
MA 3,020 620 30 37 103 55 368 76 17 584 59 174 7 179 295 416 
NH 571 98 6 : 6 19 114 13 2 151 11 37 - 38 30 46 
Ri 511 129 7 6 9 22 74 yg 4 94 13 32 2 17 28 65 
PR 1,899 302 79 26 68 553 20 5 388 35 164 1 37 72 149 
2ND 26,073 4,259 300 493 309 781 3,904 - 568 106 §,049 845 3,441 23 1,063 1,045 2,967 

CT 3,432 641 60 23 15 80 396 145 10 878 74 463 3 109 197 338 
NY,N 2,555 142 20 91 4 66 199 28 9 548 144 947 3 50 149 155 
NYE 6,511 721 81 195 74 290 1,657 94 19 1,247 295 394 13 190 580 661 
NY,S 11,253 2,533 117 167 213 296 1,369 267 58 1,784 237 1,046 3 678 864 1,621 
NY,W 1,939 152 15 12 3 33 209 27 7 524 76 535 1 49 146 150 
vT 383 70 7 5 16 74 7 3 68 19 56 7 9 42 
3RD 15,090 2,608 175 425 133 637 3,003 305 83 = 2,571 566 1,701 8 463 976 1,436 

DE 675 68 1 1 4 18 46 1 3 90 71 105 90 23 154 
NJ 5,150 1,058 41 87 54 228 934 112 21 876 178 479 : 193 422 467 
PA,E 4,846 909 45 193 34 243 1,362 78 35 741 142 375 4 97 277 311 
PA,M 1,386 190 17 15 . 86 191 28 6 229 40 420 . 17 72 75 
PA,W 2,253 255 14 129 31 47 220 68 17 601 119 320 1 57 173 201 
Vi 780 128 57 10 15 250 18 1 34 16 2 3 9 9 228 
4TH 11,476 1,659 123 182 111 615 1,836 187 29 8 2,043 548 2,335 13 308 728 759 

MD 2,600 397 15 67 28 141 360 66 6 614 108 365 4 70 181 178 
NC,E 758 108 4 1 14 22 95 8 - 132 25 227 : 36 26 60 
NC,M 508 84 2 2 - 9 41 11 3 137 26 79 - 35 25 54 
NC,W 670 118 10 5 1 13 62 11 4 142 22 88 1 41 34 118 
SC 2,672 388 50 13 21 190 566 42 8 451 151 510 2 47 97 136 
VA,E 1,976 246 19 1 40 67 256 25 5 293 140 600 5 54 132 93 
VA,W 1,121 123 9 76 2 76 109 10 1 141 41 357 16 97 63 
WV,N 479 107 5 1 1 50 86 5 1 63 18 62 ° 3 50 27 
WV,S 692 88 9 16 4 47 261 9 1 70 17 47 1 6 86 30 
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Table C-3A. (Continued) 


U.S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Motions to Mandamus | Forfeitures 
and Total Total Reai Tort Civil Vacate Habeas | Civil and and Labor Social Tax All 

District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust; Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights Other Penalties | Suits | Security Suits Other 

5TH 36,211 3,522 382 166 366 2 273 §17 100 46 5 267 47 837 211 303 

LA,E 3,084 300 28 16 63 1 32 35 3 1 1 10 4 54 14 38 
LA,M 4,609 111 9 5 10 3 - - 2 - 3 1 54 9 15 
LA,W 2,514 416 28 35 36 - 22 23 33 10 2 8 1 178 11 29 
MS,N 1,445 146 10 23 5 - 4 33 1 2 - 7 1 52 1 7 
MS,S 1,925 207 20 16 16 24 17 - : - 20 1 65 9 19 
TX,N 3,961 595 70 14 39 54 106 21 10 - 21 12 146 53 49 
TX,E 2,944 321 15 15 18 - 16 60 7 5 : 14 4 121 24 22 
TX,S 13,477 902 173 30 91 1 74 112 20 8 1 118 17 109 58 90 
TX,W 2,252 524 29 12 88 : 44 131 15 8 1 66 6 58 32 34 
6TH 24,927 4,219 223 388 222 1 272 309 57 60 8 283 63 1,882 172 279 

KY,E 1,890 670 6 107 22 - 10 33 24 35 2 16 4 381 6 24 
KY,W 1,546 313 10 64 19 : 27 11 3 3 : 7 3 141 8 17 
MIE 4,581 780 112 10 58 1 60 78 14 10 3 86 12 234 45 57 
Mi,W 1,299 224 5 13 18 : 19 17 1 1 - 15 4 90 11 30 
OH,N 8,617 1,012 22 107 33 48 57 3 1 - 29 16 610 35 51 
OH,S 2,784 467 21 55 29 : 40 20 1 5 1 47 17 145 31 55 
TN,E 1,659 366 17 14 12 - 19 48 1 - - 51 1 183 10 10 
™N.M 1,394 194 16 13 14 - 15 6 - - - 17 4 72 20 17 
™N,W 1,157 193 14 5 17 34 39 10 5 2 15 2 26 6 18 
7TH 14,853 1,674 147 250 151 1 205 181 31 70 21 92 26 411 90 198 

IL,N 6,556 608 60 24 55 1 112 75 9 11 9 39 13 75 34 91 
IL,C 1,197 182 18 28 16 15 25 2 : - 5 5 46 6 16 
IL,S 1,261 215 14 23 18 5 18 13 40 11 4 - 34 11 19 
IN,N 1,847 224 20 69 10 18 17 - 1 10 § 39 13 22 
IN,S 2,591 392 21 62 32 40 22 4 15 - 13 i 137 16 29 
WILE 1,103 203 11 27 14 14 22 2 - 1 11 1 74 8 18 
WI,W 298 50 3 17 6 1 2 1 3 : 5 1 6 2 3 
8TH 13,908 2,725 164 235 183 1 200 259 70 48 5 181 22 1,059 123 205 

AR,E 1,992 477 y 48 6 : 28 25 - : - 20 1 320 5 15 
AR,W 554 101 3 11 5 : 8 17 - 1 5 1 43 6 1 
1A,N 734 173 7 17 11 1 5 32 - - 10 1 66 13 10 
1A,S 1,072 190 g 26 12 : 8 13 1 1 21 - 74 11 14 
MN 2,555 403 20 15 32 33 29 22 18 - 26 3 107 36 62 
MO,E 3,063 466 30 11 37 - 45 53 6 6 1 39 3 182 16 37 
MO,W 2,367 562 34 12 24 . 44 61 39 21 4 23 ) 238 16 37 
NE 916 146 23 26 24 : 14 22 2 1 . 6 4 9 9 6 
ND 301 108 22 25 14 6 2 - 1 15 7 16 
SD 354 99 7 44 18 9 5 - - : 5 4 7 
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Table C-3A. (Continued) 


Private Cases 
Motor Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other | Other Mandamus | Copyright 
and Private Real Personal | Personai| Personal; Tort Civil Habeas Civil and Patent Labor All 
District Civili Cases | Contract | Property | FELA* Injury Injury Injury | Actions | Antitrust | Rights | Corpus | Rights Other Trademark Suits Other 
5TH 32,689 3,499 163 56 668 589 12,017 464 49 84,139 1,638 6,090 19 453 1,129 1,516 
LA,E 2,784 577 26 8 404 101 425 154 7 399 55 325 . 34 97 172 
LA,M 4,498 130 19 1 13 22 3,375 17 3 143 41 636 5 12 41 40 
LA,W 2,098 230 17 4 259 61 349 32 5 342 71 434 3 18 108 160 
MS,N 1,299 128 5 : 7 59 104 21 8 210 90 604 1 3 28 31 
MS,S 1,718 260 19 5 23 123 291 26 3 270 84 464 . 7 38 105 
TX,N 3,366 515 19 - - 38 342 51 7 739 362 684 2 117 175 315 
TX,E 2,623 189 10 11 21 51 659 19 2 307 192 966 2 16 86 92 
TX,S 12,575 1,216 38 21 140 100 6,276 101 13 1,243 592 1,734 3 2c0 443 455 
TX,W 1,728 254 10 1 1 34 196 43 1 486 151 243 3 46 113 146 
6TH 20,708 1,932 134 329 e2 523 7,304 240 71 3,530 930 2,573 12 499 1,328 1,211 
KY,E 1,220 195 21 28 10 85 181 11 4 250 65 185 4 8 86 87 
KY,W 1,233 167 16 28 24 70 169 23 13 200 53 271 1 20 84 94 
MI,E 3,801 466 26 71 25 58 900 49 15 647 230 446 1 162 402 303 
Mi,W 1,075 106 9 4 4 12 69 15 5 165 153 358 : 46 70 59 
OH,N 7,605 351 15 101 12 72 5,327 45 13 737 123 171 1 106 317 214 
OH,S 2,317 253 21 33 3 48 278 46 10 646 113 397 1 74 173 221 
TNE 1,293 164 14 41 4 84 186 20 4 313 66 173 35 86 103 
™,M 1,200 120 2 16 3 45 88 14 3 296 95 359 : 33 65 61 
™N,W 964 110 10 7 7 49 106 17 4 276 32 213 4 15 45 69 
7TH 12,979 1,537 218 194 46 313 
IL,N 5,948 791 176 126 12 81 
IL,C 1,015 82 6 13 5 26 
IL,S 1,046 105 3 7 22 51 
IN,N 1,623 126 7 18 3 63 
IN,S 2,199 248 15 20 2 77 
WILE 900 150 9 9 2 11 
WwI,wW 248 35 2 1 : 4 
8TH 11,183 1,212 67 129 22 336 
AR,E 1,515 116 5 3 5 61 
AR,W 453 59 5 1 28 
1A,N 561 67 4 2 - 23 
1A,S 882 73 4 14 2 25 
MN 2,152 282 12 65 4 21 
MO,E 2,597 246 10 - 11 77 
MO,W 1,805 185 12 2 34 
NE 770 77 8 34 33 
ND 193 50 3 5 - 14 
SD 255 57 4 3 20 
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Table C-3A. (Continued) 


U.S. Cases 
= 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Motions to Mandamus | Forfeitures 

and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Habeas | Civil and and Labor Social Tax All 
District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust; Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights Other Penalties | Suits | Security Suits Other 
9TH 32,498 5,834 538 367 701 3 547 712 131 a4 21 447 91 1,066 377 789 

AK 1,056 183 21 13 33 . 1 16 2 1 15 2 7 8 54 
AZ 3,669 592 71 42 99 . 53 103 . 2 45 14 51 21 91 
CA,N 4,907 758 66 21 85 1 120 69 27 10 33 12 125 79 110 
CAE 3,822 757 44 37 74 1 82 85 4 1 . 98 11 223 48 49 
CA,C 7,448 1,398 187 57 149 1 98 111 84 13 4 115 30 294 108 147 
CA,S 2,295 439 29 8 72 45 106 8 6 1 49 5 51 10 49 
HI 956 130 9 21 34 14 13 - 15 . 2 4 18 
ID 667 196 16 44 23 10 10 1 18 1 17 18 38 
MT 892 256 13 64 27 14 18 . . 6 3 62 5 44 
NV 2,008 241 17 13 25 21 37 3 5 - 7 4 10 25 74 
OR 2,039 366 14 15 20 29 75 4 16 20 2 101 21 49 
WA,E 473 127 14 18 8 6 16 - - 3 - 36 14 12 
WA,W 2,121 355 20 13 50 41 48 2 2 19 5 87 16 52 
GUAM 98 32 17 1 2 1 5 4 1 1 
NMI 47 4 2 1 1 
10TH 11,247 2,685 97 451 155 1 234 189 159 168 16 ge 22 660 155 267 

co 2,773 488 16 17 48 1 74 28 60 57 8 21 5 53 37 63 
KS 1,786 432 21 62 5 24 15 73 95 6 20 3 63 13 32 
NM 1,746 539 18 59 57 68 58 1 1 15 3 201 7 51 
OK,N 1,109 374 3 145 8 9 - 12 2 156 13 26 
OK,E 396 128 1 33 6 6 15 . . . 1 . 63 1 2 
OK,W 1,419 357 g 112 10 31 20 22 14 1 2 7 90 16 23 
UT 1,619 324 25 21 19 21 48 3 1 20 2 28 64 72 
wy 399 43 4 2 2 1 5 1 6 4 18 
11TH 35,543 4,261 235 237 343 1 332 655 83 85 21 307 38 1,494 130 300 

AL.N 16,067 422 29 20 19 29 17 5 6 26 6 236 11 18 
AL.M 1,240 222 6 5 30 19 48 1 2 20 . 78 5 8 
AL,S 1,027 158 6 2 5 9 25 1 - . 9 1 86 4 10 
FL,N 1,546 436 12 71 16 27 98 25 35 5 41 2 78 9 17 
FL,M 5,209 1,018 59 41 96 74 112 6 2 3 43 11 452 58 61 
FL,S 4,569 980 74 67 75 83 244 29 21 7 68 8 143 24 137 
GA,N 3,201 495 25 19 47 - 60 65 6 12 4 57 4 146 16 34 
GA.M 1,597 307 15 8 25 1 19 16 . - 2 30 5 176 1 9 
GA,S 1,087 223 9 4 30 12 30 10 7 13 1 99 2 6 
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Table C-3A. (Continued) 


Private Cases 
Motor Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other Other Mandamus | Copyright 
and Private Real Personal | Personal | Personal; Tort Civil | Habeas Civil and Patent Labor All 

District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA* | Injury Injury injury | Actions | Antitrust | Rights | Corpus | Rights Other Trademark | Suits Other 

OTH 26,664 4,050 238 188 611 251 2,491 349 118 «© 4,690 2,219 §,212 43 1,445 1,824 3,035 

AK 873 148 13 . 103 5 138 13 1 96 1 54 1 3 50 237 
AZ 3,077 337 16 7 1 45 209 34 11 443 270 1,217 4 102 98 283 
CA,N 4,149 600 24 8 48 17 252 55 45 837 362 653 8 341 417 482 
CA,E 3,065 263 26 4 4 14 95 19 6 487 385 1,360 3 48 132 219 
CA,C 6,050 1,265 41 34 39 27 309 80 35 967 681 481 12 609 528 942 
CA,S 1,856 242 21 1 12 6 706 23 6 247 60 146 1 127 76 182 
HI 826 198 20 1 56 17 74 18 1 191 11 87 - 18 81 53 
ID 471 70 5 1 9 47 7 1 91 41 113 10 26 50 
MT 636 126 y 31 21 92 21 . 78 29 135 5 33 56 
NV 1,767 255 22 3 . 20 117 21 3 349 155 517 2 50 72 181 
OR 1,673 199 21 yg 26 46 340 28 3 426 101 147 11 44 133 139 
WA,E 346 27 7 10 1 8 19 5 . 59 20 126 . 8 18 38 
WA,W 1,766 292 9 79 314 14 85 24 6 303 92 176 1 77 149 145 
GUAM 66 18 3 7 - 3 1 4 1 - 2 - 27 
NMI 43 10 1 2 5 12 1 11 1 
10TH 6,562 1,278 119 101 2 250 983 201 39 8=—s_ 2,148 508 1,369 6 223 443 892 

co 2,285 298 24 52 44 165 67 12 609 49 452 1 71 140 301 
KS 1,354 174 10 13 50 215 33 15 348 59 268 21 73 75 
NM 1,207 184 10 9 35 122 26 3 437 106 88 22 46 119 
OK,N 735 158 14 . 22 74 22 1 134 81 82 19 55 73 
OK,E 268 20 13 6 12 21 6 . 34 60 74 . 2 8 12 
OK,W 1,062 180 27 4 - 40 149 18 1 253 105 143 2 6 43 91 
UT 1,295 219 19 13 2 30 113 27 6 287 26 214 3 78 70 188 
WY 356 45 2 4 17 124 2 1 46 22 48 4 8 33 
11TH 21,2862 2,276 99 71 126 398 14,718 402 110 4=—_ 4,686 1,839 3,440 20 548 841 1,706 

AL,N 15,645 302 19 11 1 63 13,428 41 13 757 268 497 1 20 122 102 
AL,M 1,018 98 8 1 - 29 73 63 1 279 121 293 3 22 27 
AL,S 869 97 3 2 34 18 160 24 2 147 116 210 . 4 23 29 
FL,N 1,110 53 8 5 5 17 57 5 3 180 186 502 3 14 23 49 
FL,M 4,191 432 12 4 32 33 275 51 48 998 624 450 7 148 214 863 
FL,S 3,589 776 11 . 51 22 265 94 23 921 237 285 5 236 257 406 
GA,N 2,706 333 16 10 121 268 102 14 974 142 344 2 105 129 146 
GA,M 1,290 83 13 2 . 57 90 16 2 301 96 530 1 13 29 57 
GA,S 864 102 9 36 5 38 102 6 4 129 49 329 1 5 22 27 


* FELA = FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. 
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Table C-3B. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Terminated, by Nature of Suit and District, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


U. S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Motions to Mandamus | Forfeitures 

and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Habeas | Civil and and Labor Social Tax All 
District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust; Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights Other Penalties | Suits | Security Suits Other 
TOTAL 229,820 46,495 4,959 5,269 3,390 31 2,868 5,168 1,351 1,193 575 3,151 725 11,113 2,238 4,444 
DC 2,697 1,331 112 12 93 4 312 7 32 182 21 21 21 25 11 473 
18T 7,442 1,014 248 404 154 . 75 164 12 19 7 181 64 366 61 169 
ME 689 191 19 85 9 23 1 - 17 1 11 2 12 
MA 3,543 743 156 46 91 52 49 3 10 . 61 53 76 36 110 
NH 724 137 19 10 8 3 10 - 1 3 4 46 ) 24 
RI 776 123 15 6 16 7 38 : 2 . 8 3 y 7 12 
PR 1,710 720 39 257 28 - 4 44 8 7 6 62 3 224 7 31 
2ND 21,546 ¢,065 463 432 362 3 189 425 56 72 263 333 84 683 174 416 
CT 2,645 497 91 123 39 32 32 2 9 3 26 17 49 31 43 
NY,N 1,613 310 21 56 26 : re) 25 1 2 15 75 4 48 y 14 
NY,E 5,894 1,555 192 60 170 1 44 212 17 12 229 81 25 324 82 106 
NY,S 9,333 1,060 127 56 104 2 72 118 32 44 13 57 29 149 43 214 
NY,W 1,656 420 25 97 21 23 34 4 5 3 80 4 88 8 28 
VT 404 113 7 40 2 4 4 14 25 1 11 
3RD 20,566 3,453 535 383 309 1 208 283 160 133 41 168 74 706 123 329 
DE 664 82 14 12 6 1 6 11 - - - 7 2 14 1 8 
NJ 6,504 1,227 306 53 148 77 68 21 18 5 80 26 211 48 166 
PAE 7,992 874 80 148 105 78 120 6 8 12 19 28 143 44 83 
PA,M 2,165 512 26 46 22 15 40 115 94 21 13 6 83 7 24 
PA,W 2,865 733 108 123 26 29 41 17 13 3 45 12 254 19 43 
vi 376 25 1 1 2 3 3 1 4 1 4 5 
4TH 20,300 4,478 382 721 284 2 240 639 63 43 76 304 57 1,255 143 269 

MD 4,849 654 71 29 65 1 61 85 25 1 - 49 12 116 68 71 
NC,E 1,669 442 76 18 29 27 55 15 18 62 58 7 48 5 24 
NC,M 930 300 23 1 Z) 11 61 1 4 2 30 4 125 5 24 
NC,W 891 278 46 2 8 18 59 3 1 42 4 77 9 9 
Sc 3,957 1,235 63 627 51 - 21 68 1 2 . 26 4 342 6 24 
VA,E 4,155 595 74 11 85 1 84 141 8 8 5 43 8 31 28 68 
VA,W 2,156 438 11 5 15 5 50 7 5 4 30 2 270 11 23 
WV,N 611 159 8 5 13 4 36 2 4 3 15 3 51 2 13 
WV.S 1,091 377 10 23 9 9 84 1 11 13 195 9 13 
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Table C-3B. (Continued) 


Private Cases 
Motor Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other Other Mandamus | Copyright 

and Private Real Personal | Personal | Personal; Tort Civil Habeas | Civil and Patent Labor All 
District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA* Injury | injury | Injury | Actions | Antitrust | Rights | Corpus | Rights | Other Trademark | Suits Other 
TOTAL 183,325 27,216 2,440 1,942 2,300 6,016 22,194 3,102 620 28,936 12,607 40,008 406 6,611 14,422 15,106 
DC 1,566 202 18 7 . 66 172 27 20 351 33 286 7 32 174 171 
18ST 5,522 1,167 153 36 145 160 683 149 17 947 153 408 13 335 400 742 
ME 498 87 4 11 20 25 73 7 1 95 18 76 . 18 20 43 
MA 2,800 613 26 19 99 64 280 58 11 472 66 138 5 215 268 466 
NH 587 102 7 1 2 23 89 9 - 122 22 74 1 38 29 68 
Ri 653 127 8 5 7 32 76 9 \ 110 35 79 5 31 44 84 
PR 990 238 108 17 36 165 66 4 148 12 41 2 33 39 81 
2ND 17,590 3,670 259 332 156 569 1,971 432 75 2,331 770 2,013 35 1,048 2,083 1,947 
CT 2,148 485 71 24 2 61 169 152 3 457 43 246 5 97 145 188 
NY,N 1,303 95 10 43 2 51 141 12 5 241 97 312 4 44 118 128 
NY,E 4,339 591 77 167 44 215 761 91 25 427 240 240 19 183 751 508 
NY.S 8,273 2,235 86 85 105 199 720 158 33 913 272 876 5 660 957 969 
NY,W 1,236 107 7 11 2 24 138 10 7 242 104 311 2 45 99 127 
VT 291 57 8 2 19 42 9 2 51 14 28 19 13 27 
3RD 17,113 3,151 190 497 120 796 2,035 274 64 2,368 882 3,172 36 553 1,531 1,454 
DE 582 56 6 1 2 26 33 4 1 50 36 215 1 52 31 68 
NJ 5,277 1,103 60 54 54 197 697 80 24 643 237 753 2 253 538 582 
PAE 7,118 1,458 58 344 43 396 923 124 26 1,005 346 1,188 19 171 584 433 
PA.M 1,653 179 13 8 . 105 117 27 8 245 110 633 9 28 90 AI 
PA.W 2,132 304 20 90 17 57 187 33 5 401 135 377 2 49 275 180 
Vi 351 51 33 4 15 78 6 14 18 6 3 13 110 
4TH 15,831 1,047 133 89 98 634 2,762 235 31 2,001 945 4,579 36 388 1,041 912 
MD 4,195 500 37 15 19 147 1,243 83 9 543 208 702 6 92 318. 273 
NC,E 1,227 121 17 13 17 28 83 13 2 152 23 616 4 36 41 61 
NC,M 630 69 4 9 4 14 75 5 1 104 40 180 2 37 38 48 
NCW 613 117 3 5 . 14 42 10 1 124 14 115 2 35 44 87 
SC 2,722 407 21 12 20 187 510 44 5 387 204 619 7 43 134 122 
VA.E 3,560 393 22 10 35 108 514 47 6 411 287 1,217 13 108 240 149 
VA,W 1,718 112 11 13 : 72 112 15 4 118 119 966 20 73 83 
WV,N 452 105 4 - 1 26 58 5 : 67 26 75 : 3 39 43 
WV,S 714 123 14 12 2 38 125 13 3 95 24 89 2 14 114 46 
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Table C-3B. (Continued) 


U. S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Motions to Mandamus | Forfeitures 

and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Habeas | Civil and and Labor Social Tax All 
District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust; Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights Other Penalties | Suits | Security Suits Other 
5TH 28,109 4,207 §24 303 389 4 297 648 169 91 9 302 §1 912 136 372 

LA,E 3,791 494 40 80 70 2 26 70 g 3 1 28 6 99 12 48 
LA,M 1,285 124 19 21 19 - 5 8 - - 3 1 28 1 19 
LA,W 2,485 554 26 67 32 26 22 60 11 4 11 1 253 8 33 
MS,N 1,273 174 14 32 3 7 39 1 3 : 5 - 56 2 12 
MS,S 2,346 258 29 35 33 : 17 33 1 - 15 1 76 3 14 
TX,N 4,751 811 165 14 46 : 76 139 32 36 2 55 20 119 38 69 
TX,E 2,777 289 31 12 20 - 14 40 13 11 - 17 1 39 11 20 
TX,S 6,339 825 148 27 75 2 60 154 26 3 : 102 13 79 35 101 
TX,W 3,062 678 52 15 91 - 66 143 27 23 2 66 8 103 26 56 
6TH 23,227 5,309 647 569 203 . 205 519 97 95 10 320 4 2,111 191 338 

KY,E 2,073 922 7 127 24 . 10 49 27 56 2 32 6 518 15 49 
KY,W 1,579 380 14 91 18 14 31 6 - - 15 5 157 y 20 
MIE 4,611 1,251 401 28 49 48 131 27 18 2 51 24 365 29 78 
MI,W 1,746 268 19 6 10 - 8 32 : 1 - 34 7 97 23 31 
OH,N' 6,135 996 57 170 47 40 101 4 5 - 41 23 415 35 58 
OH,S 2,498 570 35 125 20 39 51 1 8 1 53 24 144 30 39 
TN.E 1,813 540 39 13 11 15 52 2 1 30 1 346 4 21 
™N,M 1,456 198 45 7 7 10 13 . - 15 2 41 33 25 
™N.W 1,316 274 30 2 17 21 59 30 6 5 49 2 28 8 17 
7TH 17,230 2,809 303 593 165 2 184 302 113 132 29 160 38 493 99 196 

iL,N 7,566 837 88 82 76 1 85 90 30 19 14 61 17 134 38 102 
IL,C 1,329 282 45 68 13 1 12 21 7 1 - 8 4 84 6 12 
IL,S 1,401 321 18 64 12 10 37 38 63 12 10 2 40 8 7 
IN,N 1,838 281 42 95 14 16 32 - 3 2 4 7 36 14 16 
IN.S 2,599 478 71 131 26 25 31 12 33 - 20 5 85 16 23 
WLE 1,542 411 27 108 15 26 70 1 - 1 46 - 93 9 15 
WI,W 955 199 12 45 9 10 21 25 13 - 11 3 21 8 21 
8TH 15,364 3,410 266 365 144 1 178 256 91 81 16 164 33 1,442 87 286 

AR,E 2,196 536 8 61 14 : 28 34 . . 20 6 335 2 28 
AR,W 1,020 283 8 34 5 1 y 19 - 13 1 183 2 8 
1A,N 876 191 7 27 3 3 27 2 - 15 - 99 2 6 
1A,S 1,314 300 10 47 7 5 26 . 2 - 16 6 154 9 18 
MN 2,263 525 93 5) 34 28 30 34 20 1 30 4 144 31 67 
MO,E 2,955 370 35 8 21 44 y - 15 3 21 2 183 9 20 
MO,W 2,700 664 44 5 17 32 62 49 39 12 22 7 294 10 71 
NE 1,159 220 22 72 16 15 19 2 2 - 18 7 16 6 25 
ND 361 176 29 58 4 6 10 2 1 8 : 20 10 23 
SD 530 145 10 44 18 8 20 2 2 1 - 14 6 20 
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Table C-3B. (Continued) 


Private Cases 
Motor Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other Other Mandamus | Copyright 
and Private Real Personal | Personal | Personal; Tort Civil Habeas Civil and Patent Labor All 
District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA* Injury Injury Injury | Actions | Antitrust | Rights | Corpus | Rights Other Trademark | Suits Other 


5TH 23,902 3,521 200 60 866 643 3,539 410 61 3,414 1,866 6,288 48 496 1,052 1,438 
LAE 3,29) 541 37 12 402 126 512 106 11 323 200 719 7 35 97 169 
LA,M 1,161 117 12 1 10 29 178 14 2 100 77 516 11 10 41 43 
LA,W 1,931 214 22 7 245 65 306 42 3 258 133 416 9 18 106 87 
MS,N 1,099 144 3 . 11 85 137 21 - 211 66 342 : 8 cy 29 
MS,S 2,088 349 35 3 36 124 390 35 4 272 98 597 : 22 62 61 
TX,N 3,940 688 22 1 - 46 390 68 6 770 325 850 2 176 219 377 
TX,E 2,488 242 17 19 24 46 216 12 8 235 277 1,195 15 23 61 98 
TX,S 5,514 875 34 9 138 82 1,165 82 22 713 481 1,153 : 118 274 368 
TX,W 2,384 351 18 8 - 40 245 30 5 532 209 500 4 86 150 206 

6TH 17,828 1,663 119 257 78 469 4,001 193 §7 2,816 1,038 3,677 22 507 1,476 1,255 
KY,E 1,151 153 16 35 12 53 122 15 aq 207 68 303 2 10 58 93 
KY,W 1,199 160 7 17 10 45 111 17 4 155 87 436 1 13 79 57 
MIE 3,360 480 26 37 19 51 360 38 14 524 195 587 3 172 501 353 
MI,W 1,478 110 8 5 5 22 82 16 : 231 105 669 ° 33 104 88 
OH,N' 5,139 368 22 100 9 71 2,816 26 18 543 200 264 4 107 372 219 
OH,S 1,928 212 18 24 4 45 130 32 9 471 146 386 4 76 177 194 
TN,E 1,273 146 10 27 2 95 178 17 1 223 84 312 : 30 65 83 
TNM 1,258 115 7 6 2 49 115 18 a 220 105 404 . a4 85 84 
™N.W 1,042 119 5 6 15 38 87 14 3 242 48 316 8 22 35 84 


7TH 14,421 1,520 756 163 32 290 1,375 168 310 s(« 2,776 986 2,985 476 1,900 931 
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Table C-3B. (Continued) 


U.S. Cases 


Prisoner Petitions 


Circuit Motions to Mandamus | Forfeitures 

and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Habeas | Civil and and Labor Social Tax All 
District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust| Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights Other Penalties | Suits | Security Suits Other 
9TH 35,537 7,684 816 370 809 7 493 942 249 61 39 705 147 1,237 855 954 
AK 683 177 45 14 25 - 14 21 - - 13 : 6 9 30 
AZ 3,663 592 90 41 73 2 45 86 . 1 1 55 15 39 38 106 
CA,N 5,321 886 75 33 106 2 82 93 49 9 6 36 21 152 70 152 
CA,E 3,224 673 53 29 72 - 47 71 3 2 . 51 13 242 37 53 
CA,C 10,050 2,394 242 72 228 1 116 230 154 21 6 197 57 300 555 215 
CA,S 2,327 629 49 33 98 : 48 99 17 10 1 109 6 76 16 67 
HI 1,066 227 74 7 27 1 10 48 1 1 22 4 3 7 22 
ID 585 197 13 29 21 14 14 1 1 40 1 12 18 33 
MT 702 217 13 43 23 12 20 1 - > 2 2 65 11 25 
NV 2,126 381 19 9 30 19 40 4 3 1 97 9 8 29 113 
OR 2,243 497 33 26 20 30 100 4 5 24 24 3 157 25 46 
WA,E 677 215 26 16 19 - 11 43 - - - 19 2 52 12 79 
WA,W 2,737 547 61 16 64 1 45 73 14 6 - 36 6 125 28 72 
GUAM 99 43 23 2 3 4 1 2 : 3 1 - 4 
NMI 34 9 : - - 1 7 ° 1 
10TH 12,550 3,119 173 752 152 1 199 227 168 177 39 103 29 665 190 2: 
co 2,924 540 21 11 40 63 40 94 80 20 21 8 31 51 60 
KS 1,949 471 26 75 15 20 42 42 73 11 24 6 79 22 36 
NM 1,473 380 30 58 39 32 34 1 5 1 15 1 120 4 40 
OK,N 1,353 466 14 195 4 8 19 2 1 14 4 179 10 16 
OK,E 873 276 6 80 13 6 7 . . - 1 . 140 6 7 
OK,W 2,352 702 48 318 22 51 42 28 16 6 9 3 86 44 29 
UT 1,286 235 21 15 14 . 15 36 1 3 8 6 27 47 42 
WY 340 49 7 5 1 4 7 1 1 3 6 14 
11TH 25,044 4,736 490 385 326 1 288 756 141 107 25 420 33 1,218 168 378 
AL,N 3,334 535 43 26 26 24 31 7 7 : 19 5 321 a 22 
\L,M 1,705 184 26 1 13 : 18 16 4 2 22 1 71 3 7 
LS 1,133 221 13 4 14 3 51 - 1 - 17 1 88 8 21 
FL,N 1,705 460 28 91 22 17 65 30 55 5 76 3 42 6 20 
FL.M 5,468 1,038 90 47 133 69 158 15 3 2 51 17 300 61 92 
FL,S 5,209 1,271 199 186 63 : 81 247 51 13 11 100 3 124 53 140 
GA,N 4,165 562 49 10 25 1 53 114 22 16 4 90 104 22 52 
GA,M 1,210 265 26 16 13 6 35 2 . 1 23 . 120 11 12 
GA,S 1,115 200 16 a4 17 17 39 10 10 2 22 3 48 12 
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Table C-3B. (Continued) 


Private Cases 


Motor Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other Other Mandamus | Copyright 
and Private Real Personal | Personal |Personai tot Civil | Habeas Civil and Patent Labor All 
District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA’ | Injury | injury | Injury | Actions | Antitrust | Rights | Corpus | Rights Other Trademark | Suits Other 


9TH 27,853 4,635 279 216 640 246 1,660 304 122 8=— 4, 132 2,433 5,566 75 1,721 2,518 3,017 
AK 506 116 2 2 89 3 32 7 2 47 31 — 4 : 2 22 106 
AZ 3,071 336 9 3 3 36 213 34 8 281 338 1,322 23 80 89 296 
CA,N 4,435 679 32 2 45 19 304 46 25 733 416 752 21 283 504 574 
CA,E 2,551 215 29 4 6 17 87 22 1 324 329 1,186 a 65 130 132 
CA,C 7,656 1,689 93 67 40 aa 473 133 49 1,042 657 510 ; 921 992 946 
CA,S 1,698 313 30 1 18 9 126 23 5 388 86 284 2 108 97 208 
Hi 839 185 9 1 57 8 69 14 1 155 27 82 1 9 108 113 
1D 388 56 5 ° 1 9 30 11 5 66 21 106 ° 1 21 46 
MT 485 103 9 20 ° 22 78 5 3 59 43 68 ° 6 33 36 
NV 1,745 245 20 5 ° 22 111 22 6 264 193 525 3 68 79 182 
OR 1,746 250 28 4 27 42 191 33 3 413 105 264 20 49 206 111 
WA,E 462 50 4 23 1 5 19 9 1 37 41 209 ° 9 14 40 
WA,W 2,190 382 9 83 349 10 123 34 13 311 144 213 1 110 215 193 
GUAM 56 9 ° . 4 3 1 3 2 ° : : ° 34 
NMI 25 7 1 9 8 

10TH 9,431 1,414 130 11 6 315 1,278 155 30 0=—s «1,928 804 1,695 8 253 477 827 
co 2,384 296 21 62 49 411 35 8 548 92 435 1 77 124 225 
KS 1,478 185 21 14 : 55 249 31 4 305 63 321 4 51 96 79 
NM 1,093 168 22 9 1 35 134 16 6 328 85 119 ° 32 32 106 
OK,N 887 170 5 3 1 25 75 9 1 139 153 153 2 18 69 64 
OK,E 597 62 13 6 1 42 55 11 3 58 117 187 ° 3 22 17 
OK,W 1,650 262 33 3 61 208 39 2 325 261 241 1 16 78 120 
Ui 1,051 204 12 12 26 105 12 3 172 13 195 . 52 44 199 
wy 291 67 3 2 1 22 41 2 3 53 20 44 ° 4 12 17 

11TH 20,308 2,904 118 47 140 427 1,589 464 65 3,790 1,004 §,432 70 707 1,012 1,549 
AL,N 2,799 382 15 10 ° 73 353 69 7 618 259 676 ° 27 185 125 
AL.M 1,521 152 1 2 - 44 91 66 2 214 217 656 ° a 34 38 
AL,S 912 185 4 8 23 17 68 46 2 125 111 234 ° 3 36 50 
FL,N 1,245 86 5 ° 6 15 63 8 3 150 185 626 14 14 28 42 
FL.M 4,430 549 34 3 40 37 256 71 13 854 553 1,059 20 193 226 522 
FL,S 3,938 970 24 3 63 47 261 74 14 703 323 403 13 319 269 452 
GA,N 3,603 385 17 7 . 103 295 101 19 804 208 1,085 20 128 177 254 
GA,M 945 74 9 ° . 32 75 1 3 152 101 420 2 10 25 31 
GA,S 915 121 9 14 8 59 127 18 2 170 37 273 1 9 32 35 


' THE TOTALS FOR TERMINATED CASES FOR 1995 EXCLUDE APPROXIMATELY 2,800 ASBESTOS CASES TERMINATED IN THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO PURSUANT TO MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION ORDER 875. 
* FELA = FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. 2 S D) 
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Table C-4. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Terminated, by Nature of Suit and Action Taken, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Court Action 
During or After Trial 
No Before During or Percent 
Nature of Suit Total Court Action Total Pretrial After Pretrial Total Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 
TOTAL CASES 229,325 36,558 192,767 166,017 19,307 7,443 3,317 4,126 3.2 
UNITED STATES CASES 46,096 6,632 39,464 36,602 2,101 761 622 139 1.7 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 733 173 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS 1,962 841 
OTHER CONTRACTS 2,264 594 
REAL PROPERTY 4,890 588 
TORT ACTIONS 
MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY 160 41 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY 910 251 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 1,982 371 
OTHER TORTS 338 68 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
ANTITRUST 31 9 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT 1,523 235 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 1,345 223 
DEPORTATION 90 10 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 5,168 373 
HABEAS CORPUS 1,351 92 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 575 79 
CIVIL RIGHTS 1,193 134 
LIQUOR FORFEITURES 3 1 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 3,148 522 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 256 44 


OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 469 95 
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Table C-4. (Continued) 


Court Action 
During or After Trial 
No Before During or Percent 
Nature of Suit Total Court Action Total Pretrial After Pretrial | Total Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 
SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT 1 . 1 1 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS 
HEALTH INSURANCE 99 9 90 87 2 1 1 . 1.0 
BLACK LUNG 17 5 12 12 . : . : ° 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 6,779 463 6,316 6,199 106 11 10 1 0.2 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 3,745 247 3,498 3,445 41 12 11 1 0.3 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 473 33 440 432 7 1 1 - 0.2 
OTHER . . . . . . . . . 
TAX SUITS 2,238 315 1,923 1,644 202 77 48 29 3.4 
ALL OTHER U.S. ACTIONS 4,353 616 3,537 3,206 274 57 52 5 1.3 
FEDERAL QUESTION 137,157 19,489 117,668 103,038 10,306 4,324 2,059 2,265 3.2 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
MARINE 2,436 628 1,808 1,528 225 55 46 9 2.3 
MILLER ACT 557 179 378 304 55 19 13 6 3.4 
OTHER CONTRACTS 3,117 730 2,387 1,951 366 70 47 23 2.2 
REAL PROPERTY 767 131 636 §71 §2 13 7 6 1.7 
TORT ACTIONS 
EMPLOYERS ' LIABILITY ACT 1,942 441 1,501 846 516 139 18 121 7.2 
MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY 1,897 321 1,576 1,134 330 112 62 50 5.9 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 6,528 703 5,825 5,441 299 85 23 62 1.3 
OTHER TORTS 1,006 292 714 577 110 27 20 7 2.7 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
BANKRUPTCY SUITS 5,040 547 4,493 4,310 110 73 56 17 1.4 
ANTITRUST 620 144 476 406 49 21 : 21 3.4 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT 14,182 2,724 11,458 8,186 2,258 1,014 342 672 7.1 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 14,754 2,116 12,638 9,959 1,845 834 205 629 5.7 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS 12,797 654 12,143 12,050 55 38 32 6 0.3 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 403 31 372 369 1 2 - 2 0.5 
CIVIL RIGHTS 40,008 2,475 37,533 35,656 783 1,094 732 362 2.7 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 1,244 247 997 720 201 76 41 35 6.1 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 1,927 427 1,500 1,278 197 25 18 Y 1.3 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 11,251 2,851 8,400 6,997 1,198 205 144 61 1.8 
COPYRIGHT 2,707 717 1,990 1,684 244 62 a4 18 2.3 
PATENT 1,509 395 1,114 839 186 89 42 47 5.9 
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g Table C-4. (Continued) 


Court Action 
During or After Trial 
No Before During or Percent 
Nature of Suit Total Court Action Total Pretrial After Pretrial Total Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 
TRADEMARK 2,595 699 1,896 1,610 226 60 38 22 2.3 
CONSTITUTIONALITY 
OF STATE STATUTES 283 28 255 221 23 11 10 1 3.9 
ALL OTHER FEDERAL QUESTION 9,587 2,009 7,578 6,401 977 200 119 81 2.1 
DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 45,798 10,383 35,415 26,165 6,897 2,353 635 1,718 5.1 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
INSURANCE 6,506 1,517 4,989 3,858 866 265 104 161 4.1 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 814 214 600 499 84 17 8 9 2.1 
OTHER CONTRACTS 13,737 3,315 10,422 7,856 2,017 549 252 297 4.0 
REAL PROPERTY 1,549 273 1,276 1,086 132 58 31 27 3.7 
TORT ACTIONS 
MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY 399 73 326 232 70 24 8 16 6.0 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY 4,822 1,013 3,809 2,346 1,099 364 44 320 7.5 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 15,770 3,529 12,241 9,016 2,309 916 118 798 5.8 
OTHER TORTS 2,090 431 1,659 1,199 308 152 68 84 7.3 
ALL OTHER DIVERSITY 111 18 93 73 12 8 2 6 7.2 
LOCAL JURISDICTION 274 54 220 212 3 5 1 4 1.8 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 49 r) 40 38 . 2 1 1 4.1 
REAL PROPERTY 28 5 23 22 1 - : - - 
TORT ACTIONS 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY 15 3 12 11 . 1 . 1 6.7 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 78 21 57 56 . 1 : 1 1.3 
OTHER TORTS 6 . 6 6 . - . : : 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS 10 . 10 9 . 1 . 1 10.0 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 3 : 3 3 . . . . . 
CIVIL RIGHTS : ° ° ° 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS 3 - 3 3 : - : : : 
INSANITY . . : : - : : . - 
ALL OTHER LOCAL 82 16 66 6 2 : . : : 


NOTE: LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED. THE TOTALS FOR TERMINATED CASES FOR 1995 EXCLUDE APPROXIMATELY 2,800 ASBESTOS CASES TERMINATED IN THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO PURSUANT 
TO MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION ORDER 875. 
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Table C-4A. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Terminated, by District and Action Taken, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Court Action 
During or After Trial 
No During or Percent 
Circuit and District Total Court Action Total Before Pretrial | After Pretrial Total Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 

TOTAL 229,325 36,558 192,767 166,017 19,307 7,443 3,317 4,126 3.2 

DC 2,890 1,191 1,699 1,536 63 100 56 44 3.5 
1ST 7,436 1,466 5,970 4,254 1,377 339 143 196 4.6 

ME 688 182 506 381 75 50 17 33 7.3 
MA 3,538 960 2,578 1,749 699 130 48 82 3.7 
NH 724 78 646 294 330 22 7 15 3.0 
RI 776 174 602 325 214 63 27 36 8.1 
PR 1,710 72 1,638 1,505 59 74 44 30 4.3 
2ND 21,536 6,509 15,027 11,957 2,609 461 163 268 2.1 

CT 2,642 1,548 1,094 987 11 96 33 63 3.6 
NY,N 1,612 161 1,451 996 367 88 27 61 5.5 
NY,E 5,893 937 4,956 3,822 1,021 113 43 70 1.9 
NY,S 9,332 3,573 5,759 4,626 1,031 102 35 67 1.1 
NY,W 1,656 146 1,510 1,288 177 45 21 24 2.7 
VT 401 144 257 238 2 17 4 13 4.2 
3RD >? 519 ' 2,699 17,820 14,328 2,805 687 229 458 3.3 

DE 664 25 639 582 17 40 17 23 6.0 
NJ 6,492 850 5,642 3,508 1,976 158 65 93 2.4 
PAE 7,991 787 7,204 6,323 586 295 85 210 3.7 
PAM 2,163 49 2,114 1,933 92 89 25 64 4.1 
PA,W 2,838 923 1,915 1,686 130 99 35 64 3.5 
Vi 371 65 306 296 4 6 2 4 1.6 
4TH 20,254 2,648 17,606 15,368 1,581 657 268 389 3.2 

MD 4,838 576 4,262 3,983 176 103 36 67 2.1 
NC,E 1,662 246 1,416 1,354 13 49 20 29 2.9 
NC.M 930 122 808 580 215 13 5 8 1.4 
NC,W 891 136 755 665 56 34 13 21 3.8 
SC 3,953 698 3,255 2,379 711 165 52 113 4.2 
VA,E 4,152 306 3,846 3,439 243 164 74 90 3.9 
VA,W 2,153 437 1,716 1,492 136 88 51 37 4.1 
WV,N 608 24 584 558 15 1 6 5 1.8 
WV,S 1,067 103 9f4 918 16 30 11 19 2.8 


354 


991 


Table C-4A. (Continued) 


Court Action 
During or After Trial 
No During or Percent 
Circuit and District Totai Court Action Total Before Pretrial | After Pretrial Totai Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 
5TH 28,029 3,041 24,988 21,952 1,938 1,098 544 554 3.9 
LA,E 3,789 58 3,731 2,788 743 200 139 61 5.3 
LA,M 1,277 21 1,256 1,236 20 10 10 1.6 
LA,W 2,476 426 2,050 1,788 148 114 62 52 4.6 
MS,N 1,257 109 1,148 761 299 88 36 52 7.0 
MS,S 2,335 1,040 1,295 1,031 125 139 66 73 6.0 
TX,N 4,747 25 4,722 4,594 29 99 41 58 2.1 
TX,E 2,769 175 2,594 2,309 155 130 63 67 4.7 
TX,S 6,325 556 5,769 5,252 359 158 63 95 2.5 
TX,W 3,054 631 2,423 2,193 80 150 64 86 4.9 
6TH 23,164 2,096 19,608 16,174 2,878 556 201 355 2.4 
KY,E 2,058 193 1,865 1,683 120 62 21 41 3.0 
KY,W 1,579 77 1,502 1,108 362 32 7 25 2.0 
MIE 4,606 1,624 2,982 1,738 1,160 84 16 68 1.8 
MI,W 1,744 126 1,618 1,544 27 47 19 28 2.7 
OH,N' 6,115 568 5,547 5,011 466 70 42 28 1.1 
OH,S 2,494 421 2,073 1,591 422 60 22 38 2.4 
TN.E 1,804 291 1,513 1,156 264 93 36 57 5.2 
T™N.M 1,451 89 1,362 1,246 55 61 18 43 4.2 
T™N,W 1,313 167 1,146 1,097 2 47 20 27 3.6 
7TH 17,212 2,565 14,647 12,292 1,848 $U7 227 280 2.9 
IL,N 7,564 1,516 6,048 4,895 953 200 97 103 2.6 
IL,C 1,329 285 1,044 1,000 12 32 12 20 2.4 
Ls 1,399 113 1,286 1,173 36 77 35 42 5.5 
INN 1,834 101 1,733 1,229 464 40 23 17 2.2 
IN,S 2,598 104 2,494 2,273 163 58 25 33 2.2 
WIE 1,542 373 1,169 1,084 34 51 26 25 3.3 
WI,W 946 73 873 638 186 49 9 40 5.2 
6TH 15,341 1,728 13,613 11,390 1,262 961 527 6.3 
AR,E 2,183 360 1,823 
AR,W 1,020 4 1,016 
1A,N 876 17 859 
\A.S 1,311 55 1,256 
MN 2,257 281 1,976 
MO,E 2,950 357 2,593 
MO,W 2,696 424 2,272 
NE 1,158 63 1,095 
ND 360 88 272 
SD 530 79 451 


Table C-4A. (Continued) 


Court Action 
During or After Trial 
No During or Percent 
Circuit and District Total Court Action Total Before Pretrial | After Pretrial Total Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 
OTH 36,453 7,461 28,002 26,666 504 742 382 360 2.1 
AK 682 11 571 562 3 6 6 . 0.9 
AZ 3,637 543 3,094 2,959 59 76 52 24 2.1 
CA,N 5,316 1,457 3,859 3,738 31 90 38 52 17 
CAE 3,222 760 2,462 2,404 6 52 21 31 1.6 
CA,C 10,043 2,564 7,479 7,150 142 187 103 84 1.9 
CA,S 2,327 84 2,243 2,146 60 37 23 14 1.6 
HI 1,065 516 549 512 5 32 19 13 3.0 
iD 585 69 516 445 4y 22 1 1 3.8 
MT 697 120 577 422 129 26 13 13 3.7 
NV 2,125 256 1,869 1,783 25 61 24 37 2.9 
OR 2,221 556 1,665 1,587 10 17 51 3.1 
WA,.E 666 50 616 578 24 14 1 3 2.1 
WA,W 2,735 333 2,402 2,293 4) 42 26 2.5 
GUAM 98 19 79 78 1 
NMI 34 13 21 9 9 3 2 1 8.8 
10TH 12,483 1,100 11,383 9,280 1,676 427 124 303 3.4 
co 2,919 89 2,830 2,478 248 104 40 64 3.6 
KS 1,946 345 1,601 1,360 172 69 26 43 3.5 
NM 1,467 103 1,364 986 338 40 17 23 2.7 
OK,N 1,352 44 1,308 1,229 37 42 13 29 3.1 
OK,E 834 117 717 628 63 26 3 23 3.1 
OK,W 2,343 276 2,067 1,258 712 97 11 86 4.1 
UT 1,283 22 1,261 1,231 6 24 12 12 1.9 
wy 339 104 235 110 100 25 2 23 7.4 
11TH 25,008 2,604 22,404 20,820 676 908 453 455 3.6 
AL,N 3,311 569 2,742 2,413 214 115 79 36 3.5 
AL.M 1,704 25 1,679 1,467 92 120 82 38 7.0 
AL,S 1,132 70 1,062 1,002 19 41 19 22 3.6 
FL,N 1,704 84 1,620 1,570 9 41 16 25 24 
FL.M 5,465 341 5,124 4,732 210 182 85 97 3.3 
FL,S 5,206 175 5,031 4,864 18 149 88 61 2.9 
GA,N 4,162 1,122 2,040 2,844 43 153 64 89 3.7 
GA,M 1,210 143 1,067 1,004 23 40 9 31 3.3 
GA,S 1,114 75 1,039 924 48 67 11 56 6.0 


NOTE: LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMIT IED 
‘ THE TOTALS FOR TERMINATED CASES FOR 1995 EXCLUDE APPROXIMATELY 2,800 ASBESTOS CASES TERMINATED IN THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO PURSUANT TO MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION ORDER 875. 


3x 


L£91 


891 


Table C-5 

U.S. District Courts—Time Intervals From Filing to Disposition of Civil Cases 
Terminated, by District and Method of Disposition, 

During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Total Cases No Court Action Court Action 
During or After 
Before Pretrial Pretrial Trial 
Time Intervals in aay Time intervals Time intervals Time intervals 
| — in Months inMonths | ___in Months 
Number 10 Pet. 10 Pct. |Number (10 a 10 Pct. | Number | 10 Pct. 10 Pet. — 10 Pet. 10 Pct. | Number 10 Pet. 10 Pet. 
Circuit and of Less More of Less More of Less More of Less More of Less More 
District Cases Than |Median| Than | Cases | Than |Median| Than | Cases | Than |Median| Than | Cases | Than |Median| Than | Cases | Than | Median| Than 
TOTAL 167,710 2 8 26 32,704 1 7 23 4«6«110,2809~— 1 7 16,433 5 13 32 6,284 8 18 42 
oc 2,322 1 7 28 977 1 6 23 1,183 1 7 27 62 4 14 72 100 7 21 54 
18ST 6,655 2 9 312s «1,871 1 6 2c 3648 862 8 20 1,308 5 14 3b 328 8 22 “1 
ME 570 2 6 13 171 1 5 11 277 2 5 11 73 6 9 14 49 6 1 21 
MA 3,262 2 10 35 904 2 8 29 1,563 2 4 34 665 4 15 38 130 6 25 57 
NH 616 1 9 28 72 1 3 7 215 1 4 14 309 5 14 35 20 4 17 32 
RI 617 2 9 24 158 1 5 20 201 2 8 24 202 6 1 23 56 10 16 32 
PR 1,590 2 1 31 66 1 5 16 1,392 2 10 30 59 14 27 57 73 18 27 39 
2ND 17,871 2 10 39 48=—s 6,024 2 10 38 6026 62 8 36 2,600 7 18 44 421 13 29 64 
CT 2,300 2 13 44 ~=1,409 2 12 40 787 2 12 44 11 1 29 68 93 17 38 69 
NY,N 1,155 3 12 36 153 2 5 15 579 2 8 26 350 8 18 44 73 13 26 67 
NY.E 4,915 2 11 43 841 1 6 45 2,980 2 a) 39 984 7 20 47 110 15 27 53 
NY,S 7,956 2 9 37 = s_-« 3,364 2 10 37 3,494 1 33 1,001 6 16 40 97 12 29 67 
NY,W 1,192 2 11 34 121 1 3 23 868 862 1 32 152 7 17 53 31 7 29 46 
vT 353 1 10 28 136 2 11 29 198 1 7 20 2 17 5 23 41 
3RD 15,803 1 7 22 #8 2,559 1 4 16 9,924 1 6 18 2,703 12 29 617 17 40 
DE 401 1 8 23 25 1 2 6 324 1 4 18 16 11 14 28 36 11 19 34 
NJ 5,380 1 7 23 805 1 3 4 2,540 1 4 16 1,885 13 31 150 7 23 46 
PA.E 6,291 1 6 16 782 1 4 ) 4,665 1 6 17 582 4 8 14 262 6 12 29 
PA.M 1,141 1 H 20 42 1 2 4 940 1 7 18 86 14 29 73 4 16 27 
PA.W 2,250 2 y 29 840 1 6 25 1,189 1 yg 24 130 11 21 43 91 10 22 45 
vi 340 1 16 58 65 7 29 65 266 1 13 53 4 . 5 
4TH 13,8667 2 8 26 482,217 1 6 22 9535 2 8 27 1,625 4 11 26 590 6 13 30 
MD 3,808 2 11 64 529 2 9 21 3,028 2 12 72 155 4 14 28 96 4 17 30 
NC,E 868 2 4 24 156 1 5 15 656 2 9 24 12 11 20 27 44 12 18 35 
NC,M 640 2 10 29 111 1 4 15 304 2 3 32 212 6 13 33 13 11 18 23 
NC,W 697 2 11 29 133 2 7 28 475 2 10 27 55 4 17 39 34 12 23 50 
sc 3,052 2 9 27 640 1 6 43 1,570 2 7 26 686 4 12 23 156 8 16 29 
VA.E 2,471 1 5 10 279 1 3 7 1,796 1 4 9 242 3 7 23 154 5 7 13 
VA.W 1,002 2 10 22 257 2 ) 24 557 2 10 19 132 5 10 27 56 4 12 32 
WV,N 462 2 11 27 21 1 3 16 416 «63 11 26 15 4 14 106 10 5 18 46 
WV,S 867 2 9 18 91 1 7 15 733 2 4 18 16 4 12 27 27 7 15 33 
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Table C-5 (Continued) 


Total Cases No Court Action Court Action 
During or After 
Before Pretrial Pretrial Trial 
Time Intervals in ao Time intervals Time Intervals Time Intervals 

Monthe tamnstaasi inMonths ___in Months __inMonths 

Number | 10 Pet. 10 Pet. | Number |10 Pet. 10 Pct. | Number | 10 Pct. 10 Pct. Number | 10 Pct. 10 Pct. | Number) 10 Pct. 10 Pet. 

Circuit and of Less More of Less More of Less More of Less More of Less More 
District Cases Than |Median| Than | Cases | Than |Median| Than | Cases | Than |Median| Than | Cases | Than |Median| Than | Cases | Than | Median; Than 

5TH 16,001 1 6 232s «2,601 1 7 20 13,701 1 7 21 1,761 6 13 30 628 o 17 38 

LAE 2,778 2 9 22 44 1 2 5 1,920 1 6 16 $80 8 14 29 134 9 17 39 
LAM 665 2 10 30 5 . . . 644 2 10 29 . . . . 16 8 18 31 
LA,W 1,820 3 12 28 304 2 11 25 1,263 3 11 27 146 10 18 38 107 10 20 41 
MS,N 806 3 12 29 84 1 5 13 368 3 10 24 298 5 14 33 56 11 22 35 
MS,S 1,605 2 10 24 903 1 7 22 523 2 10 24 75 1 16 29 104 11 17 36 
TX,N 3,361 1 7 22 22 1 1 4 3,221 1 7 21 28 10 18 38 90 9 16 45 
TX,E 1,218 2 i) 23 116 2 6 18 883 2 8 22 140 6 1 25 79 8 15 32 
TX,S 4,504 1 6 21 447 2 6 17 3,594 1 6 21 338 3 10 25 125 13 17 39 
TX,w 2,144 1 7 20 576 2 7 18 1,375 1 7 19 76 7 15 31 117 8 14 34 
6TH 17,706 2 7 22 2 3=3,118 1 5 17 11,353 2 6 19 2,765 6 13 30 478 8 18 39 

KY.E 1,551 2 11 20 184 2 9 21 1,192 2 10 16 114 1 18 34 61 2 16 38 
KY,W 1,018 2 11 34 65 2 7 32 597 2 a) 24 333 7 16 39 23 16 38 48 
Mi.E 3,642 2 8 18 1,344 1 4 13 1,083 2 7 16 1,139 6 12 23 76 w) 16 28 
MI,W 937 2 8 18 96 1 4 13 785 2 8 17 25 11 16 39 31 12 18 41 
OH,N' 5,537 3 5 21 551 1 7 18 4,477 3 5 18 441 6 15 39 68 g 18 38 
OH,S 1,897 2 yg 24 382 1 6 22 1,071 2 ) 23 389 4 12 26 55 6 18 32 
TNE 1,353 3 4 22 274 2 3) 19 735 3 8 17 263 7 13 25 81 8 16 34 
T™N.M 929 2 8 28 87 3 1 25 745 1 7 24 49 4 14 40 48 yg 20 62 
TN,W 841 2 8 26 136 1 4 16 668 2 ) 26 2 . . . 35 11 20 45 
7TH 12,625 1 6 232s 2,804 1 6 19 8,064 1 5 20 1,742 4 10 3u 425 6 22 49 
IL,N 6,446 1 5 22 1,452 2 6 20 3,889 1 4 17 922 3 10 31 183 8 25 52 
IL,C 905 1 6 23 258 1 2 20 612 1 7 22 1 1 31 58 24 11 30 48 
iL,S 787 2 8 22 102 1 3 12 613 2 8 20 28 4 18 45 44 11 23 41 
IN,N 1,080 1 8 22 90 1 4 14 547 1 5 16 410 4 10 27 33 6 17 50 
IN,S 1,618 2 8 26 83 2 5 15 1,529 2 7 23 153 7 15 31 53 13 24 50 
WIE 1,052 1 8 28 342 1 7 21 629 1 7 29 34 7 17 37 47 4 23 42 
WI,.W 537 1 5 11 67 1 2 5 245 1 3 8 184 3 7 12 41 6 4 14 
8TH 10,060 2 10 24 =. 1,515 1 7 19 6,714 2 9 22 1,214 6 15 30 617 9 19 36 
ARE 1,276 3 12 23 293 3 11 20 868 2 12 23 7 . . . 108 10 17 32 
AR,W 707 2 4 16 4 . . . 633 2 8 16 2 68 7 10 18 
1A,N 507 1 12 28 17 1 3 14 452 2 11 27 8 . . 30 1 24 36 
1A,S 727 2 10 30 48 1 4 21 426 1 8 19 216 8 17 34 37 10 22 34 
MN 2,028 2 9 22 273 1 3 7 898 2 6 18 803 5 13 27 54 10 21 34 
MOE 1,836 3 12 27 325 3 11 25 1,352 2 12 25 3 . . . 156 10 22 40 
MO,W 1,462 3 10 24 343 3 10 22 1,054 3 10 23 8 . . . 57 6 17 33 
NE 789 1 10 27 58 1 2 14 593 2 8 23 86 Os 18 34 52 11 25 42 
ND 331 2 9 23 84 1 4 14 178 2 8 23 41 y 17 24 28 13 19 33 
SD 397 1 a 24 70 1 5 16 260 1 7 21 40 12 20 27 27 7 19 32 
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a Table C-5 (Continued) 


Total Cases No Court Action Court Action 
During or After 
Before Pretrial Pretrial Trial 
Time intervals in “pans Time Intervals Time Intervals Time Intervals 

Menthe ae __inMonths ___inMonths _ in Months 
Number 10 Pet. 10 Pct. | Number |10 Pct. 10 Pct. | Number | 10 Pet. 10 Pet. lwumber 10 Pet. 10 Pct. | Number) 10 Pct. 10 Pet. 

Circuit and ot Less More of Less More of Less More of Less More of Less More 
District Cases Than |Median| Than | Cases | Than |Median| Than | Cases | Than |Median| Than | Cases | Than |Median| Than Cases Than | Median) Than 
9TH 26,070 1 7 22 ~3=s«G , 764 1 7 21 18,064 1 7 21 568 8 16 34 674 10 20 43 

AK 585 2 11 32 99 1 7 30 477 2 12 33 3 . . . 6 . . . 
AZ 1,865 1 9 31 411 2 7 27 1,351 1 9 29 54 a) 22 47 49 13 26 51 
CA,N 3,961 1 / 23. ~=—s«1,403 2 8 22 2,444 1 6 23 30 432610 23 40 84 12 24 45 
CAE 1,626 2 4 22 §33 2 8 21 1,054 2 8 21 3 . . . 36 14 22 42 
CA,C 8,463 1 6 20 382,521 1 6 18 5,617 1 5 19 141 4 15 29 184 9 20 44 
CA,S 1,825 1 8 23 80 1 3 14 1,648 1 7 22 60 11 20 36 37 6 21 37 
HI 905 1 4 29 492 2 10 30 378 1 6 20 5 . . . 30 10 20 58 
iD 442 1 11 31 49 1 4 12 331 1 1 28 40 6 13 42 22 7 16 49 
MT 565 2 11 30 106 2 11 30 307 2 y 24 126 8 15 28 26 8 20 52 
NV 1,356 1 4 24 218 2 4 23 1,057 1 7 23 25 15 21 26 56 9 21 31 
OR 1,699 1 7 17 489 1 7 16 1,135 1 7 16 10 3 13 24 65 9 17 28 
WA,E 373 1 7 17 45 1 6 18 297 1 7 15 21 7 1 18 10 5 14 26 
WA,W 2,282 2 4 17 286 1. 6 17 1,890 2 4 16 40 5 12 21 66 11 15 23 
GUAM 89 1 5 14 19 1 7 16 69 1 4 11 1 : : : . . . 

NMI 34 1 5 16 13 1 1 5 9 . . . y 3 

10TH 9,362 2 8 23 983 1 4 14 6,339 é 7 22 1,620 4 10 23 420 7 15 37 

co 2,155 1 7 22 84 2 2 2 1,746 1 6 17 224 9 16 30 101 9 19 48 
KS 1,390 1 4 22 336 1 6 16 831 2 7 20 155 ) 16 33 68 9 19 43 
NM 1,222 2 9 26 101 1 4 10 746 2 9 29 336 5 11 21 39 5 16 41 
OK,N 1,022 3 9 23 42 1 3 12 901 3 8 22 37 6 13 22 42 7 16 38 
OK,E 523 2 7 13 112 1 5 10 323 2 8 14 62 5 7 w) 26 6 9 13 
OK,W 1,747 2 6 15 216 1 4 12 732 1 5 12 702 3 8 17 97 7 12 21 
UT 1,035 2 12 38 15 1 2 11 992 2 12 38 6 . . . 22 14 24 67 
WY 268 3 8 19 77 1 7 19 68 3 8 28 98 4 8 18 25 7 11 15 
11TH 16,469 2 9 24 «62,200 0«=—2 7 19 4#612,748 «62 8 23 655 9 16 30 786 9 19 43 

ALN 2,331 1 8 19 480 2 8 18 1,536 1 6 17 214 8 14 23 101 8 16 27 
AL,M 809 1 6 17 20 1 2 4 638 1 6 15 89 6 12 22 62 7 13 34 
AL,S 735 2 g 21 61 1 4 16 615 2 8 21 19 9 13 18 40 8 14 24 
FL,N 724 2 4 25 68 2 H 17 617 2 4 25 7 . . . 32 11 18 32 
FL,M 3,655 2 10 26 312 1 5 18 2,969 2 9 24 201 10 18 34 173 13 22 59 
FL,S 4,134 1 4 2c 156 1 7 16 3,817 1 7 24 16 5 21 29 145 y 16 49 
GA,N 2,690 2 4 25 ~=1,021 2 8 20 1,482 2 Ty) 23 41 4 22 35 146 11 24 41 
GA.M 649 2 10 31 111 2 8 32 480 3 i0 29 21 10 18 38 37 13 23 41 
GA,S 742 2 9 26 51 2 7 13 594 2 x 25 47 10 13 19 50 7 17 31 


NOTE: TIME INTERVALS COMPUTED ONLY IF 10 OR MORE CASES. THIS TABLE EXCLUDES: LAND CONDEMNATIONS, PRISONER PETITIONS, AND DEPORTATION REVIEWS. INTERVALS SHOWN ARE FOR MEDIAN TIME 
AND FOR 10 PERCENT OF THE SLOWEST AND THE FASTEST CASES. FOR EXAMPLE, THE TIME INTERVAL OF THE FASTEST 10 PERCENT OF TOTAL CASES TERMINATED FOR THE NATION WAS LESS THAN 2 MONTHS; 
THE SLOWEST 10 PERCENT EXCEEDED 25 MONTHS. 
' THE TOTALS FOR TERMINATED CASES FOR 1995 EXCLUDE APPROXIMATELY 2,800 ASBESTOS CASES TERMINATED IN THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO PURSUANT TO MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION ORDER 875. 
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Table C-6. 
U. S. District Courts—Civil Cases Pending, by District and Length of Time Pending, 
as of September 30, 1995 
Length of Time Pending 
3 Years or More 
Less Than 1 1to2 2to3 
Circuit and District Total Vear Years Years Number Percent* 

TOTAL 242,274 156,254 §1,119 21,363 13,538 5.6 
DC 2,466 1,394 619 232 221 9.0 

1ST 7,981 4,776 1,722 645 838 10.5 
ME 439 381 51 7 - - 
MA 3,777 2,322 846 289 320 8.5 
NH 66‘ 424 152 53 32 4.8 
Ri 600 435 122 25 18 3.0 
PR 2,504 1,214 551 271 468 18.7 

‘ 2ND 30,367 15,677 6,972 3,868 3,850 12.7 

CT 3,972 2,084 826 526 536 13.5 
NY,N 2,981 1,431 698 341 511 17.1 
NY,E 8,058 3,899 1,884 1,249 1,026 12.7 
NY,S 12,509 6,745 2,867 1,463 1,434 11.5 
NY,W 2,354 1,228 562 247 317 13.5 
VT 493 290 135 42 26 5.3 

3RD 17,295 12,338 3,150 1,051 756 4.4 
DE 746 520 150 41 35 4.7 
NJ 6,078 4,110 1,240 436 292 4.8 
PA,E 5,320 4,399 729 136 56 1.1 
PA,M 1,692 1,275 305 65 47 2.8 
PA,W 2,611 1,779 555 171 106 4.1 
Vi 848 255 171 202 220 25.9 

4TH 14,978 11,030 2,487 795 666 4.4 
MD 3,127 2,185 512 176 254 8.1 
NC,E 1,018 752 199 41 26 2.6 
NC,.M 772 579 125 36 32 4.1 
NC,W 957 594 221 88 54 5.6 
SC 3,689 7,795 624 171 au 2.7 
VA,E 2,331 1,832 274 106 119 5.1 
VA,W 1,459 1,071 263 85 40 2.7 
WV,N 659 403 138 77 41 6.2 
WV,S 966 819 131 15 1 0.1 
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Table C-6. (Centinued) 


Length of Time Pending 
3 Years or More 
Less Than 1 1to2 2to3 

Circuit and District Total Year Years Vears Number Percent’ 
5TH 36,211 25,634 7,234 2,230 1,113 3.1 
LA,E 3,084 2,334 514 142 94 3.0 
LA,M 4,609 ?,470 1,902 140 97 2.1 
LA,W 2,514 1,703 513 193 105 4.2 
MS,N 1,445 874 303 153 115 8.0 
MS,S 1,925 1,464 302 98 61 3.2 
TX,N 3,961 2,857 711 277 116 2.9 
TX,E 2,944 2,282 490 111 61 2.1 
TX,S 13,477 2,884 2,163 1,018 412 3.1 
TX,W 2,252 1,766 336 98 52 2.3 
6TH 24,927 18,228 4,107 1,574 1,018 4.1 
KY,E' 1,890 1,244 333 101 212 11.2 
KY,W 1,546 944 335 119 148 9.6 
MI,E 4,581 3,377 817 234 153 3.3 
MI,W 1,299 993 218 46 42 3.2 
OH,N 8,617 6,884 952 605 176 2.0 
OH,S 2,784 1,903 620 188 73 2.6 
™N,E 1,659 1,140 356 100 63 3.8 
T™N,M 1,394 924 282 100 88 6.3 
TN,W 1,157 819 194 81 63 5.4 
7TH 14,853 9,505 3,288 1,189 871 5.9 
IL,N 6,556 4,205 1,432 528 391 6.0 
IL,C 1,197 753 228 95 121 10.1 
IL,S 1,261 810 294 98 59 4.7 
IN,N 1,847 1,211 361 168 107 5.8 
IN,S 2,591 1,551 695 200 145 5.6 
WIE 1,103 687 268 100 48 4.4 

WI,W 298 288 10 . - : 
8TH 13,908 9,085 3,284 1,021 518 3.7 
AR,E 1,992 1,406 443 112 31 1.6 

AR,W 554 470 75 9 - - 
1A,N 734 481 164 52 37 5.0 
IA,S 1,072 697 222 92 61 5.7 
MN 2,555 1,506 782 202 65 2.5 
MO,E 3,063 1,795 750 320 198 6.5 
MO,W 2,367 1,581 536 159 91 3.8 
NE 916 662 185 48 21 2.3 
ND 301 238 46 i) 8 2.7 
SD 354 249 6 1.7 
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Table C-6. (Continued) 


Length of Time Pending 
3 Years or More 
Less Than 1 1to2 2to3 

Circuit and District Total Year Years Years Number Percent* 

9TH 32,498 22,165 6,121 2,377 1,835 5.6 

AK 1,056 495 240 75 246 23.3 
AZ 3,669 2,311 851 290 217 5.9 
CA,N 4,907 3,100 1,066 408 333 6.8 
CA,E 3,822 2,265 859 - 444 254 6.6 
CA,C 7,448 5,395 1,154 515 384 5.2 
CA,S 2,295 1,843 309 82 61 2.7 
Hi 956 655 149 87 65 6.8 
ID 667 420 178 50 19 2.8 
MT 892 493 184 129 86 9.6 
NV 2,008 1,268 511 170 59 2.9 
OR 2,039 1,632 289 67 51 2.5 
WA,E 473 404 50 6 13 2.7 
WA,W 2,121 1,773 262 45 41 1.9 
GUAM 98 75 14 7 2 2.0 
NMI 47 36 5 2 4 8.5 
10TH 11,247 7,743 2,267 786 451 4.0 

co 2,773 1,920 553 184 116 4.2 
KS 1,786 1,171 438 137 40 2.2 
NM 1,746 1,078 375 203 90 5.2 
OK,N 1,109 845 194 45 25 2.3 
OK,E 396 325 37 13 21 5.3 
OK,W 1,419 1,165 186 41 27 1.9 
UT 1,619 974 403 135 107 6.6 
WY 399 265 81 28 25 6.3 
11TH 35,543 18,679 9,868 5,595 1,401 3.9 

AL,N 16,067 5,511 5,952 3,845 759 4.7 
AL,M 1,240 927 215 63 35 2.8 
AL,S 1,027 695 241 72 19 1.9 
FL,N 1,546 1,018 352 106 70 4.5 
FL,M 5,209 3,231 1,002 829 147 2.8 
FL,S 4,569 3,182 857 296 234 5.1 
GA,N 3,201 2,401 615 142 43 1.3 
GA,M 1,597 928 403 173 93 5.8 
GA,S 1,087 786 231 69 1 1 


' THE NUMBER OF CASES PENDING FOR THREE YEARS OR MORE |S SIGNIFICANTLY OVERSTATED. BASED ON LOCAL RECORDS, THE COURT REPORTS 28 CASES PENDING FOR THREE YEARS OR MORE ON 


SEPTEMBER 30, 1995. 


* PERCENT NOT COMPUTER cone cewee Tuan incacece 
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Table C-7. 


U.S. District Courts—Civil and Criminal Trials Completed, by District, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Civil* Criminal 
Total 
Circuit and District All Trials Total Nonjury Jury Total Nonjury Jury 

TOTAL 17,616 10,305 6,146 4,249 7,421 3,176 4,246 
pc 279 155 109 46 124 35 89 

18T 637 375 186 1869 262 04 168 
ME 67 40 20 20 27 10 17 
MA 269 174 81 93 95 28 67 
NH 67 43 27 16 24 13 11 
RI 102 68 26 42 34 2 32 
PR 132 5(, 32 18 82 41 41 

2ND 1,646 1,065 584 471 591 242 349 
CT 225 162 71 91 63 24 39 
NY,N 116 63 33 30 53 16 37 
NYE 4 535 312 181 131 223 90 133 
NY.S 628 443 253 190 185 82 103 
NY.W 92 53 36 17 39 12 27 
vT 50 22 10 12 28 18 10 

3RD 1,340 951 468 483 389 144 245 
DE 66 48 23 25 18 12 6 
NJ 332 220 131 89 112 50 62 
PAE 518 410 186 224 108 15 93 
PAM 190 115 41 74 75 40 35 
PAW 195 138 76 62 57 23 34 
vi 39 20 1 9 19 4 15 

4TH 1,845 1,046 668 378 799 328 471 
MD 260 148 89 59 112 63 49 
NC.E 84 40 19 21 44 4 40 
NC.M 119 32 25 7 87 43 44 
NC,W 184 94 79 15 90 34 56 
sc 348 245 132 113 103 28 75 
VA.E 493 269 172 97 224 93 131 
VA,W 131 68 28 40 63 15 48 
WV.N 98 61 54 7 37 25 12 
W,S 128 89 70 19 39 23 16 
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Table C-7. (Continued) 


Civil* Criminal 
Total 
Circuit and District All Trials Total Nonjury Jury Total Nonjury Jury 

5TH 2,742 1,661 1,060 601 1,001 562 529 
LAE 196 148 85 63 48 18 30 
LAM 43 30 21 q 13 4 a) 
LAW 162 126 88 38 36 cf) 25 
MS,N 109 74 30 44 35 8 27 
MS,S 229 173 85 88 56 21 35 
TX,N 400 245 166 79 155 77 78 
TX,€ 233 144 80 64 89 34 55 
TX,S 949 501 376 125 448 283 165 
TX,W 421 210 119 91 211 106 105 

6TH 1,341 770 428 342 671 186 385 
KY,.E 135 61 33 28 74 27 47 
KY,W 109 67 33 34 42 19 23 
MIE 243 141 59 82 102 26 76 
MI,W 108 56 31 25 52 19 33 
OH,N 179 114 66 48 65 13 52 
OH,S 189 129 104 25 60 26 34 
TNE 125 59 25 34 66 21 45 
TN.M 134 95 48 47 39 18 21 
TN,W 119 48 29 19 71 17 54 

7TH 1,019 651 411 240 368 149 219 
IL,N 392 296 208 88 96 36 60 
IL,C 86 54 31 23 32 13 19 
iL,S 129 48 28 20 81 39 42 
IN.N 103 50 37 13 53 23 30 
IN,S 146 89 57 32 57 34 23 
WIE 95 61 37 24 34 4 30 
wi,w 68 53 13 40 15 15 

8TH 1,405 863 511 352 542 247 205 
ARE 262 191 104 87 71 34 37 
AR,W 107 91 47 44 16 3 13 
1A,N 69 21 12 4 48 34 14 
iA,S 152 54 38 16 98 64 34 
MN 122 76 47 29 46 6 40 
MOE 188 133 61 72 55 7 48 
MO,W 226 150 112 38 76 24 52 
NE 125 86 57 29 39 26 13 
ND 55 26 12 14 29 16 13 
SD oy) 35 21 14 64 33 31 
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Table C-7. (Continued) 


Civil* Criminal 
Total 
Circuit and District All Trials Total Nonjury Jury Total Nonjury Jury 

9TH 2,192 1,034 662 382 1,168 671 587 
AK 35 21 18 3 14 2 12 
AZ 278 97 68 29 181 107 74 
CA,N 189 108 52 56 81 26 55 
CAE 145 54 29 25 91 44 47 
CA,C 503 273 146 127 230 14 156 
CA,S 245 61 36 25 184 118 66 
HI 72 23 16 7 49 28 21 
iD 20 10 7 3 10 1 4 
MT 47 19 13 6 28 10 18 
NV 160 116 74 42 44 7 37 
OR 142 65 44 21 77 50 27 
WA,E 180 76 68 8 104 79 25 
WA,W 164 107 79 28 57 25 32 
GUAM y 2 2 . 7 . 7 
NMI 3 2 . 2 1 . 1 

10TH 1,146 606 308 298 540 336 204 
co 248 162 98 64 86 65 21 
KS 222 120 83 37 102 61 41 
NM 192 51 28 23 141 87 54 
OK,N 122 58 35 23 64 37 27 
OK,E 65 39 16 23 26 20 6 
OK,wW 157 108 26 82 49 29 20 
UT 74 39 20 19 35 13 22 
wy 66 29 2 27 37 24 13 

11TH 2,224 1,238 771 467 986 262 704 
AL,N 247 179 114 65 68 32 36 
AL,M 123 75 45 30 48 25 23 
AL,S 122 61 39 22 61 23 38 
FL.N 158 68 42 26 90 19 71 
FL.M 331 166 86 80 165 44 121 
FL,S 625 295 228 67 330 55 275 
GA,N 356 212 119 93 144 58 86 
GA,M 115 72 42 30 43 15 28 
GA,S 147 110 56 54 37 11 26 


NOTE: THIS TABLE INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY; ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGES ARE EXCLUDED. THIS TABLE INCLUDES LAND 
CONDEMNATION TRIALS, HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON CONTESTED MOTIONS, MISCELLANEOUS CIVIL CASES, AND OTHER CONTESTED 
PROCEEDINGS IN WHICH EVIDENCE IS INTRODUCED. 


* INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES. 
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Table C-8. 


U.S. District Courts—Length of Civil and Criminal Trials Completed, by District, 


for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Civil Triais Criminal Trials 
Total 1 2 3 4to9 10to19 | 20 Days 1 2 3 4to9 10to 19 | 20 Days 

Circuit and District| All Trials Total Day Days Days Days Days or More Total Day Days Days Days Days or More 

TOTAL 17,816 10,395 4,718 1,732 1,256 2,288 338 63 7,421 3,173 1,249 939 1,653 297 110 
oc 279 155 63 19 24 43 6 . 124 28 14 16 49 11 6 

1sT 637 376 132 62 38 121 27 5 262 86 39 25 63 21 8 
ME 67 40 14 3 4 18 1 27 8 6 3 4 1 . 
MA 269 174 57 20 21 57 18 1 95 16 11 10 36 16 7 
NH 67 43 17 8 3 13 2 24 10 4 3 5 1 1 
Ri 102 68 19 14 7 24 3 1 34 5 4 5 17 3 
PR 132 50 25 7 3 9 3 3 82 47 14 16 1 

2ND 1,646 1,055 365 193 128 316 48 5 591 198 66 55 212 38 22 
cT 225 162 56 26 21 55 4 . 63 19 9 8 19 5 3 
NY,N 116 63 19 8 14 17 4 1 53 18 1 8 24 1 1 
NY,E 535 312 140 62 27 71 11 1 223 78 29 17 71 19 9 
NY,S 628 443 126 80 59 150 26 2 185 56 21 19 73 g 7 
NY,W 92 53 15 13 5 16 3 1 39 8 4 2 19 4 2 
VT 50 22 9 2 7 28 19 2 1 6 

3RD 1,340 951 353 184 137 234 34 9 389 138 47 47 119 24 14 
DE 66 48 11 8 7 13 7 2 18 12 1 5 ° . 
NJ 332 220 92 40 20 55 10 3 112 44 10 8 30 12 8 
PA,E 518 410 149 89 66 96 8 2 108 15 21 19 46 6 1 
PA,M 190 115 41 23 19 28 3 1 75 40 9 6 17 2 1 
PA,W 195 138 52 24 19 37 5 1 57 19 3 10 17 4 4 
vi 39 20 8 6 5 1 19 8 3 4 4 

4TH 1,845 1,046 607 163 111 140 25 : 799 390 142 116 127 18 6 
MD 260 148 61 21 14 43 9 112 56 9 S 26 8 4 
NC,E 84 40 18 8 6 5 3 44 9 7 11 14 1 2 
NC,M 119 32 14 8 5 5 : 87 40 19 19 9 
NC,W 184 94 77 6 4 4 3 90 38 19 17 16 - 
Sc 348 245 123 39 41 36 6 103 42 18 17 22 4 
VA,E 493 269 162 48 29 29 1 224 131 46 25 18 4 
VA,W 131 68 35 18 7 7 1 63 29 16 7 11 - 
WV,N 98 61 51 5 1 4 37 23 2 4 7 1 
WwvV,sS 128 89 66 10 4 7 39 22 6 7 4 
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Table C-8. (Continued) 


Civil Trials 


Criminal Trials 


Total 1 2 3 4to9 10to19 | 20 Days 1 2 3 4to9 10to19 | 20 Days 
Circult and District| All Trials Total Day Days Days Days Days or More Total Day Days Days Days Days or More 
8TH 2,742 1,661 930 291 193 214 18 5 1,001 611 197 111 140 26 6 
LA,E 196 148 69 37 22 19 1 - 48 20 12 4 9 3 
LA.M 43 30 21 6 2 . 1 13 6 6 . 1 . 
LA,W 162 126 57 27 17 25 36 14 7 8 4 3 
MS,N 109 74 34 19 1 10 35 12 8 7 8 : 
MS,S 229 173 78 32 36 26 1 . 56 29 12 6 8 1 
TX,N 400 245 139 31 21 43 9 2 155 83 18 23 26 5 
TX,E 233 144 69 35 23 16 1 . 89 35 34 7 13 . . 
TX,S 949 501 359 64 30 43 4 1 448 297 52 36 49 9 5 
TX,W 421 210 104 40 31 32 2 1 211 115 48 20 22 5 1 
6TH 1,341 770 34C 126 95 188 17 4 §71 204 106 78 148 33 2 
KY,E 135 61 23 15 11 10 2 74 31 22 6 13 2 
KY,W 109 67 36 10 8 13 . - 42 20 4 7 9 2 
MIE 243 141 26 30 20 53 9 3 102 21 16 16 42 7 
MI,W 108 56 25 7 6 15 3 52 19 6 10 14 3 . 
OH,N 179 114 61 10 11 32 65 17 13 7 22 5 1 
OH,S 189 129 84 18 4 23 : 60 29 6 6 12 7 
TN,E 125 59 25 15 9 9 1 66 34 18 4 6 4 - 
™N.M 134 95 39 14 18 24 - 39 16 8 5 9 1 : 
™N.W 119 48 21 7 8 9 3 71 17 13 17 21 2 1 
7TH 1,019 651 280 120 87 144 19 1 368 150 69 47 77 18 7 
IL,N 392 296 114 48 43 78 13 - 96 24 11 9 36 11 5 
IL,C 86 54 30 12 7 5 32 13 6 3 8 1 1 
IL,S 129 48 24 12 5 7 - 81 46 11 11 10 2 1 
IN,N 103 50 32 6 3 9 . 53 23 14 5 10 1 
IN,S 146 89 49 4 14 15 2 - 57 36 10 6 4 1 . 
WIE 95 61 17 16 7 20 : 1 34 5 9 10 8 2 
Wwi,w 68 53 14 17 8 10 4 - 15 3 8 3 1 : 
8TH 1,405 663 423 140 113 160 21 6 §42 255 94 74 163 13 3 
AR,E 262 191 98 32 27 30 3 1 71 39 17 6 9 : : 
AR,W 107 91 46 20 15 10 - - 16 6 7 1 2 : . 
1A.N 69 21 9 2 3 4 2 1 48 31 4 7 5 1 - 
1A,S 152 54 34 2 6 10 2 - 98 63 6 9 19 1 - 
MN 122 76 27 13 8 23 3 2 46 5 4 9 19 7 2 
MO,E 188 133 47 27 21 31 5 2 55 8 17 13 15 2 
MO,W 226 150 97 19 16 14 4 - 76 25 22 12 16 1 
NE 125 86 41 18 10 16 1 - 39 22 2 3 11 1 
ND 55 26 8 3 2 13 - - 29 16 6 4 3 : 
SD 99 35 16 4 5 9 1 64 40 9 10 4 - 1 
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Table C-8. (Continued) 


Civil Trials Criminal Trials 
Total 7 z 3 4to9 10to19 | 20 Days 1 2 3 4to9 10to19 | 20 Days 

Circuit and District} All Trials Total Day Days Days Days Days or More Total Day Days Days Days Days or More 

9TH 2,192 1,034 375 169 105 292 72 21 1,158 490 173 154 273 50 18 
AK 35 21 8 4 3 4 2 . 14 1 1 2 7 2 1 
AZ 278 97 45 19 8 16 6 3 181 93 19 26 39 3 1 
CA,N 189 108 23 16 8 40 17 4 81 15 15 11 31 7 2 
CA,E 145 54 12 8 9 18 6 1 91 33 14 11 24 8 1 
CA,C 503 273 63 45 24 103 29 9 230 63 31 33 77 20 6 
CA,S 245 61 19 6 10 22 4 - 184 93 37 27 23 1 3 
Hi 72 23 2 4 3 14 49 23 9 4 11 2 
ID 20 10 5 1 1 3 10 2 2 2 2 2 : 
MT 47 19 10 3 : 6 28 9 5 6 8 
NV 160 116 60 23 8 17 5 3 44 8 16 6 13 1 1 
OR 142 65 35 12 4 14 - 77 49 7 6 13 2 : 
WA,E 180 76 56 9 6 5 104 78 12 7 7 - 
WA,W 164 107 36 19 19 30 3 57 23 6 11 13 1 3 
GUAM ) 2 1 : . 1 7 2 4 1 
NMI 3 2 - - 2 - - - - - 1 - - 

10TH 1,146 606 219 84 83 190 27 3 540 310 89 54 79 7 1 
co 248 162 63 23 26 43 7 : 86 47 20 8 10 1 - 
KS 222 120 62 11 28 8 2 102 55 13 14 20 : - 
NM 192 51 16 9 7 18 1 141 81 30 20 8 1 1 
OK,N 122 58 28 9 6 14 1 64 38 9 6 11 - : 
OK,E 65 39 13 8 4 13 1 : 26 21 3 : 2 - 
OK,W 157 108 27 14 23 42 2 49 28 3 1 14 3 - 
UT 74 39 9 9 4 14 3 35 16 10 3 5 1 - 
wy 66 29 1 1 4 18 4 1 37 24 1 2 9 1 : 

11TH 2,224 1,238 631 191 142 246 24 4 986 313 213 162 243 38 17 
AL,N 247 179 110 25 14 27 2 1 68 33 12 9 13 1 - 
AL,M 123 75 38 8 11 15 2 1 48 26 8 4 10 
AL,S 122 61 31 11 12 7 - - 61 28 22 6 5 
FL,N 158 68 37 12 5 13 1 : 90 21 26 25 16 2 - 
FL,M 331 166 62 31 29 41 3 - 165 48 27 19 55 8 8 
FL.S 625 295 152 37 26 68 10 < 330 61 77 72 96 17 7 
GA,N 356 212 96 30 22 59 5 - 144 64 18 13 37 10 2 
GA,M 115 72 30 19 11 11 1 . 43 20 9 8 6 - - 
GA,S 147 110 75 18 12 5 : : 37 12 ‘a 6 5 - : 
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NOTE: THIS TABLE INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY. ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGES ARE EXCLUDED. THIS TABLE INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLA- 
NEOUS CASES, HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON CONTESTED MOTIONS, AND OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS IN WHICH EVIDENCE IS 


INTRODUCED. 3 lo a 
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Table C-9. 


U. S. District Courts—Civil and Criminal Trials Terminated That Required 20 or More Days 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Civil 
Trial | Type of 

District Case/Defendant Name Nature of Proceeding Days Trial 
PR Taber Partners v Merit Builders, Inc. Personal Property Damage 71 JURY 
PR Rico-lopez, Et. Al. v E.i. Dupont De Nemou Tort Product Liability 58 JURY 
LA,M Cajun Electric Power v Gulf States Utils. Contract 53 NON-JURY 
MI,E Morganroth, Et. Al. v Delorean, Et. Al. Other Statutory Actions 50 JURY 
PA,W Duquesne Light Co. v Westinghouse Electric Civil RICO 43 JURY 
CA,C Antenna Down Link v Chaparral Comm Inc. Patent 35 JURY 
WY Copley Pharmaceutic. v Albutrol Personal Injury - Product Liability 35 JURY 
AL,M Ricky Wyatt v Michael Horsley - Civil Rights 35 NON-JURY 
MN Gamma 10 Plastics v American President Contract 34 JURY 
AZ TRW inc. v Talley Industries Contract 33 JURY 
WI,E Flavel, Et. Al. v Svedala Industries Civil Rights - Employment 32 JURY 
CA,N Bell Atlantic Business v Hitachi Data Systems Antitrust 30 JURY 
Ri Cohen Et. Al. v Brown Et. Al. Civil Rights 29 JURY 
NY,S NY State Food, Et. Al. v Haylor, Freyer & Co. Empl. Ret. Inc. Security Act 29 JURY 
NJ Exxon Corporation v Halcon Shipping Co., Marine Contract 29 NON-JURY 
PA,M DonAnoe v American Isuzu Motor Motor Vehicle - Product Liability 28 JURY 
NY,W Vogt Jr. A. C. v Gen. Motors Corp. Contract 27 JURY 
CA,C Ambassador Hotel Co.v Wei-chuan Investment Fraud 27 NON-JURY 
NV Paula A. Coughlin v The Tailhook Assn. Personal Injury 27 JURY 
NV Placer Dome U.S. Inc. v Ecm, Inc. Contract 27 JURY 
AL,N USA v State Of AL. Et. Al. Civil Rights 26 NON-JURY 
FL,S Moses, Et. Al. v K-Mart Store Civil Rights 26 JURY 
NY,S Contini v Hyundai Motor Co. Personal Injury - Product Liability 25 JURY 
NJ Fagan, Et. Al. v Vineland, Et. Al. Civil Rights 25 JURY 
PA,E Bethleham Iron Works v Steel Structures Real Property - Torts to Land 25 NON-JURY 
CA,N High Technology Care v San Jose Mercury New Antitrust 25 JURY 
CA,C Thomas v Los Angeles County Civil Rights 25 JURY 
CA,C Baxter Diagnostics —_v Avi Scientific Corp. Contract 25 NON-JURY 
CA,C Suhr, Et. Al. v Lacsd, Et. Al. Fair Labor Standards Act 25 JURY 
CA,C Paul Gilbrook v Westminster City Of, Civil Rights 25 JURY 
DE Columbia Gas Syst. v Columbia Tran, Et. Al. Bankruptcy Withdrawal 24 NON-JURY 
MI,E AIG Aviation Corp. §v Boomrom Aircraft Racketeering 24 JURY 
CA,C Love v Irving Music Inc. Et. Al. Copyright 24 JURY 
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Table C-9. (Continued) 
Civil 
Trial Yn of 
District Case/Defendant Name Nature of Proceeding Days rial 
PR Rodriguez-hernandez v Miranda-velez, Et. Al. Civil Rights 23 JURY 
TX,N Mapco Petroleum Inc. v Joor Manufacturing Contract 23 JURY 
MN Porous Media Corp. vv Pall Corporation Trademark 23 JURY 
CA,C Magnacoustics Inc. v Resonance Tech, Et. Al Patent 23 JURY 
MA Boston Children's v Nadel-ginard Contract 22 NON-JURY 
NY,E Stryker Corporation __v_Inteimedics Orthoped. Patent 22 NON-JURY 
TX,N Sneed v Fender, Et. Al. Civil Rights - Employment 22 NON-JURY 
TX,S Apex Municipal Fund, v N-group Securities Securities, Commodities, Exchange 22 JURY 
TX,W Blakley, Et. Al. v United States Tax Suit 22 NON-JURY 
AR,E Day, Et. Al. v Villines, Et. Al. Civil Rights - Employment 22 JURY 
MO,E Dimitri G. Yannacopo v General Dynamics Contract 22 JURY 
AZ Shoen, Et. Al. v Shoen, Et. Al. Assault, Libel, and Slander 22 JURY 
CA,C Meeks v Brizzolara, Et. Al. Civil Rights 22 JURY 
DE Motorola, Inc. v Interdigital Patent 21 JURY 
TN,E Eastman Kodak Co. v Goodyear Tire Rubber Patent 21 JURY 
MO,E C.|. Maddox, Inc. v The Benham Group Contract 21 JURY 
AZ 3 Bar A Inc. v Chickasha Cotton Oil Contract 21 JURY 
CA,N John Neibel v Mutual Life Civil RICO 21 JURY 
CA,N Rita E. Hardin v City Of Concord Civil Rights - Employment 21 JURY 
CA,E Helm Tomatoes Inc. v Borden inc. Et. Al. Contract 21 JURY 
KS Peirce, Et. Al. v General Host Corp. Personal Property Damage 21 JURY 
NY,N Reliant Airlines Inc. v County Of Broome Airplane Personal Injury 20 JURY 
NJ Strescon Industries —_v Midlantic National Contract 20 JURY 
PA,E Alexander, Et. Al. v Morning Pride Mfg. Personal Injury - Product Liability 20 JURY 
MIE Aromatherapy Steam v Elizabeth, Margaret Contract - Insurance 20 JURY 
1A,N USA v Grand Laboratories Agricultural Acts 20 NON-JURY 
NV Lane, Randy J. v Allstate Insurance Co. Labor/Management Relations Act 20 JURY 
GUAM R Matheny v Wilfred Leo Querrero Civil Rights 20 NON-JURY 
KS Gardner, Et. Al. v Toyota Mtr Sales USA Personal Injury - Product Liability 20 JURY 
FL,S Watsco Inc. v Boesch Et. Al. Civil RICO 20 JURY 
FL,S All Care Nursing Ser. v Bethesda Memorial Antitrust 20 JURY 
Total 64 Cases 
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Table C-9. (Continued) 


Criminal 
Trial Type of 

District Case/Defendant Name Nature of Proceeding Days rial 
NJ Wynn Eric Securities & Exchange Fraud 102 JURY 
DC Hoyle, Mark Dennard Continuing Criminal Enterprise 97 JURY 
DC Defries, Clayton Eugene Embezzlement 89 JURY 
FL,M Wurtzburger, Robert Edward Narcotics 87 JURY 
NJ Pollack, Michael Conspiracy to Defraud 83 JURY 
MA Houlihan, John Controlled Substance 66 JURY 
iL,S Vest, Thomas Bruce Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 61 JURY 
NY,E Puglisi, Frederick Narcotics 59 JURY 
NJ Giampa, Joseph Narcotics 59 JURY 
NY,E Cutolo, William Murder 50 JURY 
NY,S Herzog, Donald Money Laundering 50 NON-JURY 
NY,S Pandilla, Angel Controlled Substance 48 NON-JURY 
IL,N Messino, Christopher R. Narcotics 45 JURY 
NY,S Piggott, James R. Narcotics 44 JURY 
CA,N Carpa, Douglas Contempt 44 JURY 
CA,C Meszaros, Robert Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 44 JURY 
CA,S Rutgard, Jeffrey Jay Fraud 43 JURY 
FL,M Loo Bj Bravender Ah Counterfeiting 43 JURY 
MA Salemme, Francis P. Racketeering/Bribery 42 JURY 
NH Billmyer, John W. Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 41 JURY 
PA,W Smith, John A. Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 41 JURY 
PA,W Chagra, Lee A. Jr. Marihuana 41 JURY 
SD Black Hills Institute Money Laundering 40 JURY 
FL,S Iparraguirre, Pablo Domin Marihuana 39 JURY 
DC Gaviria, Humberto Narcotics 38 JURY 
NY,E Munoz-Mosquera, Dandeny Controlled Substance 38 JURY 
CA,C Vartanian, Darrell Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 38 JURY 
CA,C McGowan, Willie Haghey Controlled Substance 38 JURY 
CT Lawton, Carl W. Theft of U.S. Property 35 JURY 
NY,W Brinkworth, Kevin Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 34 JURY 
MD Thermal Science Inc. False Claims & Statements 34 JURY 
TX,S Russo, Joseph E. Bank Embezzlement 34 JURY 
TX,S Adams, Darrell Wayne Narcotics 34 JURY 
CA,C Bardon, Robert James Embezzlement 34 JURY 
FL,S Foxman, Michael D. Embezzlement at Lending Institutions 34 JURY 
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Table C-9. (Continued) 
Criminal 
Trial Type of 

District Case/Defendant Name Nature of Proceeding Days rial 
FL,S Swissco Management National Defense 34 JURY 
NJ Bagarozy, Richard White Slave/Importing Aliens 33 JURY 
NY,N Thomas, Grady Controlled Substance 32 JURY 
NY,E Orena, Victor M. Murder 32 JURY 
PA,W Cohley, John Bankruptcy Fraud 32 JURY 
FL,M Martin, Glenn H. Burglary - Interstate Commerce 32 JURY 
FL,M Mangiafico, Franco M. Narcotics 31 JURY 
NY,E Wong, Chi Fai Murder 30 JURY 
TX,S Emmanuel, Christian Conspiracy to Defraud 30 JURY 
IL,N Richardson, Eddie Continuing Criminal Enterprise 30 JURY 
AK Arteaga Jose Fernando Narcotics 30 JURY 
CA,C Spiegel, Thomas Federal Credit Institution Entries 30 JURY 
FL,M Marrero, Harry W. Murder 30 JURY 
CT Mallard, Gregory Money Laundering 28 JURY 
NY,E Frank, Evelyn Berman Conspiracy 28 JURY 
NJ Grant, Ralph T. Jr. Extortion/Racketeering/Threats 28 JURY 
TX,S Arevalo, Eugenio Narcotics 28 JURY 
1L,N Scott, Richard E. Racketeering 28 JURY 
GA,N Emuchay, Enyinne Eunice Narcotics 28 JURY 
MA Maloney, George T. Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 27 JURY 
NC,E Kirby, Mark C. Burglary-Interstate Commerce 27 JURY 
AZ Dalley, R. J. Embezzlement 27 JURY 
CA,N Reyes-Sandoval, Maria De Narcotics 27 JURY 
FL,M Francis, Henry Murder 27 JURY 
FL,M Leyton, Ricardo Fraud 27 JURY 
NY,S Grosso, Eileen Money Laundering 26 JURY 
IL,N Messino, Christopher Narcotics 26 JURY 
CA,E Dille, Frederick W. Bankruptcy Fraud 26 JURY 
CA,C Herreara-Flores, Francisc Narcotics 26 JURY 
WA,W Miller, Francis L. Manslaughter 26 JURY 
FL,S Martinez, Pablo Narcotics 26 JURY 
MA Murphy, James Michael Firearms 25 JURY 
PA,M Russell, James Continuing Criminal Enterprise 25 JURY 
_ MN Lefkowitz, Gary Continuing Criminal Enterprise 25 JURY 
eS CA,S Burnes, Joyce C. Bank Embezzlement 25 JURY 
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Table C-9. (Continued) 


Criminal 
Trial Type of 

District Case/Defendant Name Nature of Proceeding Days Trial 
WA,W Devlin, William J. Theft 25 JURY 
MD Thermal Science Co. Violation of Atomic Energy 24 NON-JURY 
IL,N Toma, Mukglis Continuing Criminal Enterprise 24 JURY 
MN Williams, Shirley Jean Controlled Substance 24 JURY 
CA,S Sharma, Rajinder Kumar Bribery 24 JURY 
NV Halliman Patrick S. Racketeering 24 JURY 
FL,M Larkin, Mark Edward Bank Robbery 24 JURY 
DC Exarhos, Nicholas J. Bribery 23 JURY 
MA Klimm, Thomas F. Postal Embezzlement 23 JURY 
NY,E Aliperti, Buovodantona Extortion/Racketeering/Threats 23 JURY 
NY,E Zvi, Roz Ben Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 23 JURY 
NY,S Paront, Devin Transport Stolen Vehicles/Aircraft 23 JURY 
WA,W Mew, Stafford Y. L. Continuing Criminal Enterprise 23 JURY 
FL,S Novaton, Francisco Continuing Criminal Enterprise 23 JURY 
MA Carlos Seafood, Inc. Antitrust Violations 22 JURY 
NY,E Aliperti, Buovodantona Extortion/Racketeering/Threats 22 JURY 
NY,S Lopez, Jairo Narcotics 22 JURY 
NY,S Teyibo, Daniel O. Securities & Exchange Fraud 22 JURY 
NY,W Aliotta, Vincient J. Narcotics 22 JURY 
NJ Fry, Patrick Sexual Abuse 22 JURY 
PA,W Dileo, Dominia W. Fraud and Swindles 22 JURY 
DC Layeni, Olurotimi Olatund Narcotics 21 JURY 
PA,E Universal Rehab. False Claims & Statements 21 JURY 
MD Dadzie, Joseph Ankoma Money Laundering 21 JURY 
TX,S Henke, Charles L. Income Tax Evasion 21 JURY 
IL,C Furkin, Howard Conspiracy 21 JURY 
NM Rodriquez-Aquire Narcotics 21 JURY 
DC Levine, Jeffrey M. False Claims & Statements 20 JURY 
MA Sposito, Michael Gambling & Lottery/Transmit Wagers 20 JURY 
CT Rioux, Alfred J. Racketeering/Extortion 20 JURY 
NJ Pollack, Michael Conspiracy to Defraud the US 20 JURY 
NJ Melillo, Paul Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 20 JURY 
MD Dawson, Nathaniel Narcotics 20 JURY 
NC,E Webb, Gary R. Controlled Substance 20 JURY 
TX,W Hill, Gary Extortion/Racketeering/Threats 20 JURY 
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Table C-9. (Continued) 


Criminal 
Trial Type of 

District Case/Defendant Name Nature of Proceeding Days Trial 
OH,N Grier, Roger L. Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 20 JURY 
TN,W Greene, Shirlie False Claims & Statements 20 JURY 
FL,S Coley, Charles Narcotics 20 JURY 
GA,N Driven, Thomas E. Bank Fraud 20 JURY 
Total 109 Cases 
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Table C-10. 


U.S. District Courts—Time Intervals From Filing to Trial of Civil Cases in Which Trials were Completed, by 
District, During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Total Trials 


Nonjury Trials 


Jury Trials 


Time Interval in Months' 


Time Interval in Months' 


Time Interval in Months' 


Number of | 10 Percent 10 Percent | Number 10 Percent 10 Percent Number 10 Percent 10 Percent 

Circuit and District Triais Less Than Median More Than | of Trials Less Than Median More Than of Trials Less Than Median /| More Than 
TOTAL 6,888 8 18 45 2,653 6 19 47 4,235 8 18 44 

DC 94 9 23 62 48 12 29 59 46 6 17 62 
1ST 283 7 18 44 96 4 17 44 187 9 20 44 

ME 31 6 is) 20 1 2 y 15 20 6 9 21 
MA 131 8 23 57 38 1 16 45 93 i3 25 57 
NH P42!) 11 23 47 13 7 23 50 16 11 23 42 
Ri 58 8 14 27 18 8 16 24 40 2 14 30 
PR 34 3 19 37 16 3 13 31 18 dq 20 36 
2ND 772 "1 27 63 302 6 26 66 470 13 27 62 

CT 123 14 37 68 32 6 32 76 91 15 38 67 
NY,N 49 11 24 73 19 11 28 74 30 14 22 58 
NY,E 196 y 25 61 65 3 24 64 131 10 25 61 
NY,S 347 10 27 61 158 7 25 57 189 12 27 61 
NY,W 39 12 34 72 22 1 34 84 17 14 31 60 
VT 18 5 19 27 6 - - - 12 14 18 27 
3RO 686 7 17 41 204 6 14 4s 482 8 17 41 

DE 44 10 20 39 19 4g 23 43 25 12 18 34 
NJ 130 7 25 48 42 1 18 46 88 13 26 48 
PA,E 318 7 12 27 94 7 12 37 224 7 12 25 
PA,|M 89 y 16 32 15 5 11 32 74 11 17 34 
PA,.W 92 10 22 45 30 10 21 41 62 10 22 49 
Vi 13 14 43 55 4 : - - 4 - - - 
4TH 626 6 13 33 250 5 13 38 376 6 13 30 

MD 118 7 17 40 59 4 17 42 59 10 21 30 
NC,E 27 8 15 26 7 - - : 20 8 15 26 
NC,M 16 12 18 23 9 - 7 - - - 
NC,W 24 18 29 59 y . - - 15 18 26 60 
SC 169 8 16 32 56 7 17 43 113 8 14 29 
VA,E 176 5 7 11 79 2 6 12 97 5 7 11 
VA,W 51 7 14 34 11 5 12 28 40 7 14 37 
WV,N 12 3 17 46 6 . - - 6 - - - 
WV.S 33 6 17 36 14 3 18 37 19 6 14 23 
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Table C-10. (Continued) 


Total Trials Nonjury Trials Jury Trials 
Time Interval in Months' Time Interval in Months' Time Interval in Months' 

Number of | 10 Percent 10 Percent Number 10 Percent 10 Percent Number 10 Percent 10 Percent 
Circuit and District Trials Less Than Median More Than of Trials Less Than Median More Than of Trials Less Than Median /| More Than 
5TH 1,020 8 17 39 419 5 17 39 601 9 17 39 

LA,E 120 8 15 39 57 8 16 39 63 g 15 42 
LA,M 20 14 24 51 11 8 31 58 9 - - 
LA,W 110 10 20 37 72 12 20 43 38 10 18 33 
MS,iN 50 10 25 46 6 - - 44 10 24 46 
MS,S 137 c 17 33 49 5 16 35 88 10 17 30 
TX,N 145 y 17 46 66 3 15 36 79 10 17 46 
TX,E 93 7 14 30 29 6 14 30 64 8 14 30 
TX,S 207 3 17 42 82 2 13 42 125 4 18 46 
TX,W 138 6 14 32 47 6 14 31 91 7 14 33 
6TH §19 8 18 47 177 5 19 54 342 9 18 433 

KY,E 38 10 17 47 10 4 14 66 28 12 18 45 
KY,W 49 8 35 63 15 13 36 100 34 7 34 58 
MLE 123 5 15 39 41 5 14 43 82 5 15 37 
MI,W 35 12 19 37 10 11 19 51 25 12 19 36 
OH,N 70 8 17 40 22 4 17 70 48 12 17 30 
OH,S 37 9 19 42 12 8 19 47 25 a 18 42 
T™N,E 54 6 15 51 20 1 22 54 34 7 14 35 
™N,.M 72 5 17 46 25 2 14 46 47 11 20 43 
™N,W 41 12 24 48 22 11 23 48 19 12 29 43 
TTH 410 9 23 48 171 7 26 50 239 9 22 46 

IL,N 182 10 27 51 94 4 27 53 88 13 26 51 
IL,C 36 10 29 40 13 1 21 47 23 10 30 40 
IL.S 34 14 30 61 14 14 32 60 20 12 29 61 
IN,N 23 5 15 43 10 1 16 43 13 9 13 24 
IN.S 49 16 24 49 18 16 20 42 31 15 24 53 
WILE 38 12 23 39 14 8 24 37 24 12 23 42 
WI,W 48 6 9 14 8 - - 40 6 g 14 
8TH 565 9 19 36 213 21 40 352 § 18 33 

AR,E 131 9 18 32 44 8 18 34 87 10 18 30 
AR,W 61 6 11 18 17 6 11 18 44 6 10 18 

IA,N 15 3 17 37 6 - 9 : : 

1A,S 38 6 24 49 22 1 26 61 16 14 19 24 
MN 57 10 20 29 28 8 21 28 29 10 20 31 
MO,E 110 10 22 40 38 10 24 42 72 10 21 37 
MO,W 55 11 17 32 17 13 19 26 38 11 16 29 
NE 54 12 24 47 25 11 27 55 29 12 24 39 
ND 22 2 17 30 8 - - - 14 2 17 25 
SD 22 8 22 32 8 - 14 8 19 28 
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Table C-10. (Continued) 


Total Trials Nonjury Trials Jury Trials 
Time Interval in Months' Time interval in Months' Time Interval in Months' 
Number of | 10 Percent 10 Percent Number 10 Percent 10 Percent Number 10 Percent 10 Percent 
Circult and District Trials Less Than Median More Than | of Triais | Less Than Median More Than; of Trials Less Than Median | More Than 
OTH 144 0 20 46 365 8 17 42 379 10 21 49 
AK 19 14 24 42 16 14 23 31 3 . . . 
AZ 62 12 25 53 33 9 24 51 29 14 25 53 
CA.N 91 12 25 56 35 4 27 67 56 14 25 49 
CAE 43 17 26 58 18 14 22 42 25 20 29 58 
CAC 240 9 18 42 113 7 15 40 127 10 22 45 
CAS 46 7 18 34 21 13 18 37 25 7 21 33 
HI 20 1 18 33 15 1 22 39 5 
iD 6 . . . 3 . . 3 
MT 16 3 20 42 10 1 29 42 6 
NV 67 9 21 36 25 11 21 36 42 4 20 37 
OR 41 5 13 35 20 11 26 21 4 15 35 
WA,.E 13 1 12 58 5 . 8 . . 
WA,W 76 11 15 29 49 1 14 29 27 12 16 28 
GUAM 2 . . . 2 . 
NMI 2 2 
10TH 402 8 15 36 106 W 17 39 296 8 14 32 
co 96 g 19 35 33 8 21 48 63 i) 19 32 
KS 57 9 20 43 20 4 14 42 37 a) 20 43 
NM 37 9 17 31 14 1 17 31 23 5 16 39 
OK,N 32 9 18 51 9 . . 23 9 18 40 
OK.E 29 6 4 17 6 23 6 4 17 
OK,W 90 7 11 26 8 . 82 7 11 25 
UT 34 14 20 68 16 14 17 32 18 14 23 68 
WY 27 7 10 12 . . 27 7 10 12 
11TH 767 10 19 42 302 8 19 48 465 10 18 40 
ALN 110 10 17 45 45 « 17 71 65 11 16 28 
AL.M 51 7 11 21 21 3 10 20 30 4 12 21 
ALS 45 10 16 31 23 10 19 36 22 # 13 21 
FL.N 41 10 20 41 15 10 20 41 26 13 19 39 
FL.M 121 12 18 39 41 13 19 35 80 11 18 39 
FL,S 163 g 21 56 97 4 20 56 66 11 23 55 
GA,N 123 10 22 38 30 2 23 41 93 11 22 37 
GA\M 50 g 22 46 20 8 21 37 30 12 22 46 
GA,S 63 8 15 35 10 5 10 41 53 10 15 35 


NOTE: THIS TABLE INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY. THIS TABLE EXCLUDES ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGES AND THE FOLLOWING TRIALS 

LAND CONDEMNATION CASES; FORFEITURE AND PENALTY CASES; PRISONER PETITIONS (HABEAS CORPUS, MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE UNDER 28 U.S.C. 2255, HEARINGS ON EVIDENTIARY MATTERS), 
BANKRUPTCY PETITIONS; AND THREE-JUDGE COURT CASES. INTERVALS SHOWN ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TIME AND FOR 10 PERCENT OF THE SLOWEST AND THE FASTEST CASES. FOR EXAMPLE, THE TIME INTERVAL 
FROM FILING TO TRIAL FOR THE FASTEST 10 PERCENT OF COMPLETED CIVIL TRIALS FOR THE NATION WAS LESS THAN 8 MONTHS; THE SLOWEST 10 PERCENT EXCEEDED 45 MONTHS. 

‘TIME INTERVALS COMPUTED ONLY FOR 10 OR MORE TRIALS 
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Table D. 
Criminal Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending in the District Courts 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1994, and 1995 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit and District 1994 1995 Change 1994 1995 Change 1994" 1905 Change 

TOTAL 45,484 45,768 7 46,129 41,627 - 6.0 26,328 30,580 16.2 
oc 509 451 11.4 505 428 - 16.2 366 389 6.3 

18T 1,040 1,119 76 1,002 1,002 . 804 921 14.6 
ME 129 125 - 3. 142 126 -11.3 66 65 1.5 
MA 309 402 30.1 277 341 23.1 337 398 18.1 
NH 108 110 1.9 73 117 60.3 99 92 7.1 
Ri’ 103 109 5.8 97 101 4.1 104 112 7.7 
PR 391 373 46 413 317 -23.2 198 254 28.3 

2ND 3,388 3,526 41 3,004 2,804 - 6.6 4,316 4,047 14.6 
CT 223 200 10.3 236 211 - 10.6 156 145 7.1 
NY,N 463 514 11.0 396 441 11.4 207 280 35.3 
NYE 1,235 1,117 9.6 1,075 993 7.6 1,367 1,491 9.1 
NY,S' 1,001 1,216 21.5 943 816 - 13.5 2,202 2,602 18.2 
NY,W 383 330 13.8 365 336 7.9 302 296 2.0 
VT 83 149 79.5 79 97 22.8 81 133 64.2 

3RD 2,437 2,583 6.0 2,455 2,467 5 1,634 1,760 7.1 
DE 104 105 1.0 107 87 - 18.7 37 55 48.6 
NJ' 798 831 4.1 728 726 3 603 708 17.4 
PA,E 545 652 19.6 604 587 - 28 450 515 14.4 
PA.M 279 317 13.6 297 312 5.1 208 213 2.4 
PA,W 323 252 - 22.0 322 271 - 15.8 151 132 -12.6 
vi 388 426 9.8 397 484 21.9 185 127 31.4 

4TH 5,673 5,708 6 5,539 5,302 - 43 2,512 2,918 16.2 
MD 587 512 12.8 552 498 9.8 347 361 4.0 
NC,E 912 678 - 25.7 790 775 - 1.9 330 233 - 29.4 
NC,M 282 325 15.2 274 317 15.7 162 170 49 
NC,W 338 493 45.9 425 425 - 318 386 21.4 
SC 603 649 7.6 601 556 7.5 332 425 28.0 
VA.E 2,365 2,429 2.7 2,158 2,212 2.5 613 830 35.4 
VA,W 292 280 - 41 322 214 - 33.5 229 295 28.8 
WV,N 126 107 15.1 147 105 - 28.6 88 90 2.3 
WV,S 168 235 39.9 270 200 - 25.9 93 128 37.6 
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Table D. Cases (Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent | | Percent 
Circuit and District 1994 1995 Change 1994 1995 Change 1994° 1995 Change 

STH 4,838 4,036 2.0 4,824 4,704 6 2,616 2,967 5.0 
LA,E 296 288 - 2.7 305 292 - 43 189 185 - 2.1 
LA,M' 54 98 81.5 53 77 45.3 27 48 77.8 
LA,W 256 243 - 6.1 278 236 ~ 16.1 148 155 47 
MS,N 140 114 - 18.6 160 124 - 22.5 80 70 - 12.5 
MS,S 239 187 -21.8 229 216 - 5.7 159 130 - 18.2 
TX,N' 757 753 ~§ 671 742 10.6 672 683 1.6 
TX,E 344 344 . 369 341 - 76 203 206 1.5 
TX,S 1,341 1,381 3.0 1,326 1,246 - 6.0 681 816 19.8 
TX,W 1,411 1,528 83 1,433 1,520 6.1 656 664 1.2 

6TH 3,523 3,420 - 2.9 3,385 3,296 - 2.6 2,261 2,385 5.5 
KY,E 331 318 - 3.9 276 303 9.8 174 189 8.6 
KYW 510 584 14.5 497 483 - 28 197 298 51.3 
MIE 662 604 - 88 679 559 -17.7 510 555 8.8 
MI,W 225 231 2.7 227 239 5.3 152 144 - 5.3 
OH,N 463 476 2.8 472 503 6.6 315 288 - 8.6 
OH,S 399 369 - 7.5 394 343 -12.9 214 240 12.1 
TNE 396 342 - 13.6 298 367 23.2 299 274 - 6.4 
T™N.M 198 127 - 35.9 201 152 - 24.4 125 100 - 20.0 
TN,W 339 369 8.8 341 347 1.8 275 297 8.0 

7TH 1,717 1,733 A] 1,652 1,554 - 16.1 1,128 1,307 15.9 
IL,N 556 521 - 6.3 573 546 - 47 468 443 - 5.3 
IL,C 144 231 60.4 256 183 - 28.5 103 151 46.6 
iL,S 187 225 20.3 206 182 -11.7 118 161 36.4 
IN,N? 250 207 -17.2 207 121 - 41.5 207 293 41.5 
IN,S' 290 242 - 16.6 314 228 -27.4 94 108 14.9 
WIE 187 202 8.0 190 194 2.1 96 104 8.3 
WI,W 103 105 1.9 106 100 - 5.7 42 47 11.9 

6TH 2,265 2,354 3.0 2,172 2,161 - 1.0 1,281 1,484 15.8 
ARE 254 256 8 234 241 3.0 133 148 11.3 
AR,W 183 130 - 29.0 149 151 1.3 68 47 - 30.9 
1A,N 107 140 30.8 136 92 - 32.4 71 119 67.6 
\A,S 112 172 53.6 82 104 26.8 48 116 141.7 
MN 304 247 - 18.7 324 247 - 23.8 170 170 : 
MO,E 342 432 26.3 318 409 28.6 211 234 10.9 
MO,W 346 334 - 3.5 388 304 -21.6 209 239 14.4 
NE 209 213 1.9 189 177 - 6.3 147 183 24.5 
ND' 166 160 - 3.6 124 179 44.4 78 59 - 24.4 
SD 262 270 3.1 228 247 8.3 146 169 15.8 
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Table D. Cases (Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit and District 1994 1995 Change 1994 1995 Change 1994° 1995 Change 

9TH 11,238 11,182 -.6 11,634 0,785 - 16.9 5,369 6,766 26.0 
AK 213 195 - 65 210 192 - 66 80 83 3.8 
AZ 1,063 1,142 7.4 1,224 1,136 - 7.2 635 641 9 
CA,N 600 729 21.5 594 570 - 4.0 552 711 28.8 
CAE 727 893 22.8 668 749 12.1 410 554 35.1 
CA,C 1,141 1,183 3.7 1,091 774 - 29.1 899 1,308 45.5 
CA,S 1,862 2,290 23.0 2,097 2,232 6.4 637 695 9.1 
HI 2,556 1,003 - 60.8 2,906 1,135 - 60.9 689 557 - 19.2 
ID 113 107 - 5.3 108 100 - 7.4 62 69 11.3 
MT 210 409 948 217 279 28.6 129 259 100.8 
NV 358 330 - 78 365 310 - 15.1 255 275 7.8 
OR 514 616 19.8 509 519 2.0 247 344 39.3 
WA,E 412 406 - 1.5 396 424 7.1 173 155 - 10.4 
WA,W 1,290 1,688 30.9 1,089 1,182 8.5 523 1,029 96.7 
GUAM 163 170 4.3 148 164 10.8 69 75 8.7 
NMI 16 21 31.3 12 19 58.3 9 11 . 

10TH 2,747 2,742 -.2 2,533 2,344 - 75 1,265 1,663 31.5 
co 387 444 14.7 332 259 - 22.0 156 341 118.6 
KS' 376 336 - 10.6 330 359 8.8 206 183 -11.2 
NM 881 939 €.6 709 816 15.1 432 555 28.5 
OK,N 175 169 - 3.4 165 150 - 9.1 91 110 20.9 
OK,E 55 65 18.2 48 47 - 2.1 25 43 72.0 
OK,W 534 412 - 22.8 548 347 - 36.7 105 170 61.9 
UT 223 271 21.5 292 246 - 15.8 184 209 13.6 
WY 116 106 - 8.6 109 120 10.1 66 52 - 21.2 

11TH 6,089 6,034 -9 6,134 §,510 - 10.2 2,578 3,102 20.3 
AL,N 368 331 - 10.1 384 281 - 26.8 103 153 48.5 
AL,M 288 249 - 13.5 279 236 - 15.4 123 136 10.6 
AL,S 203 237 16.7 223 218 - 2.2 130 149 14.6 
FL,N 348 290 - 16.7 309 291 - 58 169 168 -.6 
FL,M 763 808 5.9 862 707 - 18.0 488 589 20.7 
FL,S 1,161 1,436 23.7 1,047 1,157 10.5 905 1,184 30.8 
GA,N 777 811 4.4 852 758 - 11.0 309 362 17.2 
GA,M 1,803 1,500 - 16.8 1,802 1,530 - 15.1 197 167 - 15.2 
GA,S 378 372 1.6 376 332 -11.7 154 194 26.0 


NOTE: PERCENT CHANGE COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES. PENDING TOTALS EXCLUDE EACH CASE IN WHICH THE DEFENDANT WAS A FUGITIVE FOR THE 12 MONTHS PRIOR TO 
SEPTEMBER 30. NO CASE WITH MULTIPLE DEFENDANTS WAS EXCLUDED UNLESS ALL DEFENDANTS IN THE CASE WERE FUGITIVES FOR THE 12 MONTHS PRIOR TO SEPTEMBER 30 
"REVISED. 

‘PENDING CASE TOTALS INCLUDE SOME CASES IN WHICH ALL DEFENDANTS HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES FOR MORE THAN ONE YEAR AND/OR SOME CASES THAT HAVE BEEN CLOSED. 
? PENDING CASE TOTALS INCLUDE CASES INVOLVING 15 DEFENDANTS WHO WERE FUGITIVES FOR MORE THAN ONE YEAR AND CASES INVOLVING 22 DEFENDANTS THAT HAVE 


BEEN CLOSED. 3 go 
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Table D. 
Criminal Defendants Commenced, Terminated, and Pending in the District Courts 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1994, and 1995 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit and District 1994 1995 Change 1994 1995 Change 1994° 1995 Change 

TOTAL 62,956 64,771 2.9 62,155 57,276 - 79 40,482 47,978 18.5 
DC 696 578 - 17.0 667 580 - 13.0 529 527 -.4 

18T 1,615 1,665 2.8 1,613 1,621 5 1,423 1,667 17.1 
ME 167 178 6.6 178 178 : 91 91 - 
MA 551 607 10.2 454 544 19.8 631 694 10.0 
NH 156 136 - 12.8 115 151 31.3 131 116 - 11.5 
Ri' 135 169 25.2 127 132 3.9 120 157 30.8 
PR 806 775 - 3.8 739 616 - 16.6 450 609 35.3 

2ND 5,001 5,257 5.1 4,535 4,193 - 7.6 6,982 8,046 15.2 
CT 296 395 33.4 325 303 - 68 256 348 35.9 
NY,N 704 727 3.3 517 587 13.5 338 478 41.4 
NY,E 1,786 1,742 - 2.5 1,696 1,504 -11.3 2,219 2,457 10.7 
NY,S' 1,564 1,761 12.6 1,423 1,214 - 14.7 3,501 4,048 15.6 
NY,W 538 421 - 21.7 465 456 - 19 557 522 - 6.3 
VT 113 211 86.7 109 129 18.3 111 193 73.9 

3RD 3,427 3,518 2.7 3,442 3,321 - 3.5 2,576 2,773 7.6 
DE 112 130 16.1 121 103 - 14.9 42 69 64.3 
NJ' 1,068 1,099 2.9 970 950 - 2.1 869 1,018 17.1 
PA,E 979 1,010 3.2 1,084 932 - 14.0 904 982 8.6 
PA,M 391 409 4.6 390 406 41 307 310 1.0 
PA,W 448 411 - 8.3 433 419 - 3.2 247 239 - 3.2 
Vi 429 459 7.0 444 511 15.1 207 155 - 25.1 

4TH 7,748 8,012 3.4 7,686 7,360 - 4.2 3,942 4,504 16.5 
MD 756 698 tr 705 677 - 4.0 502 523 4.2 
NC,E 1,158 948 - 18.1 995 1,025 3.0 492 415 - 15.7 
NC,M 423 508 20.1 409 464 13.4 240 284 18.3 
NC,W 721 923 28.0 932 815 - 12.6 648 756 16.7 
Sc 1,075 1,173 9.1 1,068 1,030 - 3.6 623 766 23.0 
VA,E 2,648 2,731 3.1 2,406 2,491 3.5 727 967 33.0 
VA.W 554 502 - 94 570 402 - 29.5 451 551 22.2 
WV,N 187 192 2.7 224 196 -12.5 139 135 - 2.9 
WV,S 226 337 49.1 377 260 - 31.0 120 197 64.2 
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Table D. Defendants (Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit and District 1994 1995 Change 1994 1995 Change 1994° 1995 Change 

5TH 7,376 7,675 41 7,301 7,202 - 14 4,537 6,010 10.4 
LA,E 486 495 1.9 450 474 5.3 340 361 6.2 
LA,M' 58 113 94.8 59 85 44.1 28 56 100.0 
LA,W 350 317 - 9.4 392 311 - 20.7 204 210 2.9 
MS,N 200 153 - 23.5 229 187 - 18.3 128 94 - 26.6 
MS,S 364 276 - 24.2 368 311 - 16.5 230 195 - 15.2 
TX,N' 1,126 1,318 17.1 1,099 1,189 8.2 973 1,102 13.3 
TX,E 561 600 7.0 553 548 -.9 327 379 15.9 
T™X,S 2,220 2,311 4.1 2,170 1,999 - 7.9 1,251 1,563 24.9 
TX,W 2,011 2,092 4.0 1,981 2,098 5.9 1,056 1,050 -.6 

6TH 5,004 5,164 1.4 4,896 4,810 - 1.8 3,476 3,830 10.2 
KY,E 479 430 - 10.2 416 405 - 2.6 231 256 10.8 
KY,W 599 659 10.0 570 554 - 2.8 278 383 37.8 
MIE 1,140 1,086 4.7 1,034 987 - 4.5 935 1,034 10.6 
MI,W 379 444 17.2 400 406 1.5 235 273 16.2 
OH,N 630 727 15.4 664 729 9.8 447 445 -.4 
OH,S 475 558 17.5 494 441 - 10.7 271 388 43.2 
TN,E 603 490 - 18.7 491 560 14.1 477 407 - 14.7 
T™N,M 293 170 - 42.0 293 216 - 26.3 187 141 - 24.6 
TN,W 496 600 21.0 534 512 - 44 415 503 21.2 

7TH 2,554 2,642 3.4 2,589 2,330 - 10.0 1,791 2,103 17.4 
IL,N 895 912 1.9 925 872 - 5.7 760 800 5.3 
IL,C 191 316 65.4 304 251 -17.4 144 209 45.1 
IL,S 302 406 34.4 317 314 -.9 196 288 46.9 
IN,N? 394 282 - 28.4 272 214 - 21.3 352 420 19.3 
IN,S' 378 325 - 14.0 382 291 - 23.8 147 181 23.1 
WIE 264 271 2.7 268 266 -.7 133 138 3.8 
WI,w 130 130 121 122 8 59 67 13.6 

8TH 3,236 3,452 6.7 3,017 3,004 -4 1,687 2,335 23.7 
AR,E 358 367 2.5 318 342 7.5 189 214 13.2 
AR,W 219 144 - 34.2 186 164 -11.8 72 52 - 27.8 
1A,N 152 218 43.4 185 135 - 27.0 98 181 84.7 
1A,S 185 247 33.5 134 164 22.4 88 171 94.3 
MN 542 402 - 25.8 461 447 - 3.0 336 291 - 13.4 
MO,E 431 645 49.7 456 521 14.3 288 412 43.1 
MO,W 544 552 1.5 564 466 -17.4 345 431 24.9 
NE 287 312 8.7 288 238 -17.4 204 278 36.3 
ND' 189 232 22.8 142 226 59.2 90 96 6.7 
SD 329 333 1.2 283 301 6.4 177 209 18.1 
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Table D. Defendants (Continued) 


Filings ' Terminations Pending 
Perceni Percent Percent 
Circuit and District 1994 1995 Change 1994 1995 Change 1994° 1995 Change 

9TH 13,966 14,347 2.7 14,204 12,205 - 14.1 7,331 9,473 29.2 
AK 265 225 - 15.1 244 235 - 3.7 108 98 - 9.3 
AZ 1,454 1,589 9.3 1,688 1,562 - 7.5 932 959 2.9 
CA,N 918 1,059 15.4 793 731 - 7.8 846 1,174 38.8 
CA,E 1,016 1,178 15.9 848 960 13.2 626 844 34.8 
CA,C 1,683 1,768 5.1 1,606 1,176 - 26.8 1,332 1,924 44.4 
CA,S 2,266 2,840 25.3 2,601 2,695 3.6 874 1,019 16.6 
HI 2,600 1,102 - 57.6 2,980 1,190 - 60.1 725 637 -12.1 
iD 186 161 - 13.4 171 152 - 11.1 101 110 8.9 
MT 290 576 98.6 335 375 11.9 167 368 120.4 
NV 570 593 4.0 530 552 4.2 450 491 9.1 
OR 661 762 15.3 607 644 6.1 333 451 35.4 
WA,E 412 406 - 1.5 396 424 7.1 173 155 - 10.4 
WA,W 1,422 1,857 30.6 1,206 1,285 6.6 574 1,146 99.7 
GUAM 204 205 5 186 200 7.5 79 84 6.3 
NMI 19 26 36.8 13 24 84.6 11 13 18.2 

10TH 3,499 3,586 2.5 3,317 2,997 - 9.6 1,692 2,261 34.8 
co 495 642 29.7 457 331 - 27.6 202 513 154.0 
KS' 473 441 - 6.8 447 462 3.4 271 250 - 7.7 
NM 1,161 1,237 6.5 916 1,049 14.5 555 743 33.9 
OK,N 236 250 5.9 219 233 6.4 129 146 13.2 
OK,E 74 90 21.6 63 70 11.1 32 52 62.5 
OK,W 610 442 - 27.5 660 376 - 43.0 135 201 48.9 
UT 310 351 13.2 421 325 - 22.8 287 313 9.1 
WY 140 133 - 5.0 134 151 12.7 81 63 - 22.2 

11TH 8,544 8,675 1.6 6,888 7,652 - 13.9 4,316 §,339 23.7 
AL,N 542 479 - 11.6 576 394 - 31.6 141 226 60.3 
AL,M 423 318 - 24.8 379 323 - 14.8 188 183 - 2.7 
AL,S 345 471 36.5 383 341 - 11.0 209 339 62.2 
FL,N 558 438 - 21.5 508 457 - 10.0 277 258 - 6.9 
FL,M 1,284 1,329 3.5 1,521 1,108 - 27.2 804 1,025 27.5 
FL,S 1,925 2,404 24.9 1,829 1,885 3.1 1,676 2,195 31.0 
GA,N 1,110 1,057 - 48 1,212 1,034 - 14.7 543 566 4.2 
GA,M 1,888 1,621 - 14.1 1,936 1,658 - 14.4 285 248 - 13.0 
GA,S 469 558 19.0 544 452 - 16.9 193 299 54.9 


NOTE: PERCENT CHANGE COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES. PENDING TOTALS EXCLUDE DEFENDANTS WHO WERE FUGITIVES FOR THE 12 MONTHS PRIOR TO SEPTEMBER 30. 
*REVISED. 


‘ PENDING DEFENDANT TOTALS INCLUDE SOME DEFENDANTS WHO HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES FOR MORE THAN ONE YEAR AND/OR SOME DEFENDANTS WHOSE CASES HAVE BEEN CLOSED. 
? PENDING DEFENDANT TOTALS INCLUDE 15 DEFENDANTS WHO WERE FUGITIVES FOR MORE THAN ONE YEAR AND 22 DEFENDANTS WHOSE CASES HAVE BEEN CLOSED. 
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Table D-1. 
U.S. District Courts—Criminal Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Pending October 1, 1995 Commenced 
Original Proceedings 
Total 
Circuit and District Total’ Felony Misdemeanor Other? Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers 

TOTAL 26,328 22,595 3,428 305 45,788 44,676 32,303 11,669 704 377 735 
DC 366 341 25 - 451 446 340 106 . 3 2 

18T 804 780 22 2 1,119 1,066 1,017 §2 17 15 18 
ME 66 57 9 12 123 114 9 2 
MA 337 326 9 2 402 385 355 24 6 6 11 
NH 99 98 1 110 107 103 4 3 
Ri‘ 104 104 . 109 109 102 5 2 
PR 198 195 3 373 362 343 10 9 6 5 

2ND 4,315 3,858 420 37 3,526 3,435 2,930 479 26 32 59 
CT 156 152 4 200 185 170 11 4 10 5 
NY,N 207 175 32 514 510 249 261 . 4 
NY,E 1,367 1,299 67 1 1,117 1,081 1,040 38 3 15 21 
NY,S‘ 2,202 1,879 288 35 1,216 1,189 1,068 104 17 3 24 
NY,W 302 275 26 1 330 324 263 60 2 4 
VT 81 78 3 149 146 140 5 2 1 

3RD 1,634 1,439 149 46 2,583 2,512 1,914 361 237 13 58 
DE 37 32 4 1 105 105 75 30 
NJ‘ 603 485 115 3 831 803 576 224 3 3 25 
PAE 450 444 4 2 652 629 556 60 13 8 15 
PA.M 208 194 13 1 317 307 279 25 3 10 
PAW 151 144 7 - 252 243 229 14 2 7 
Vi 185 140 6 39 426 425 199 8 218 1 

4TH 2,512 1,921 566 25 6,708 5,584 3,280 2,241 63 68 56 
MD 347 279 66 2 512 496 363 129 4 8 8 
NCE 330 202 128 . 678 673 307 352 14 2 3 
NC,M 162 158 4 . 325 298 275 23 20 7 
NC,W 318 306 6 6 493 478 358 109 11 3 12 
SC 332 313 13 6 649 629 596 27 6 7 13 
VA,.E 613 269 337 7 2,429 2,407 822 1,566 19 15 7 
VA,W 229 218 8 3 280 267 244 16 7 8 5 
WV,N 88 87 1 107 107 104 2 1 . 
WV,S 93 89 4 . 235 229 211 17 1 5 1 
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7 Table D-1. Cases (Continued) 


Terminated Pending September 30, 1995 
Original Proceedings 


Total 
Circuit and District Terminated Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers Total Felony |Misdemeanor | Other? 

TOTAL 41,627 40,526 28,609 10,661 1,266 331 670 30,589 26,923 4,367 299 
oc 428 424 336 87 1 3 1 389 339 50 . 

18T 1,002 976 017 49 10 "1 15 921 883 28 10 
ME 126 122 107 15 . . 4 65 62 3 . 
MA 341 334 316 15 3 3 4 398 372 20 6 
NH 117 108 104 4 4 5 92 91 1 . 
Ri‘ 101 101 96 5 . 112 110 2 
PR 317 311 294 10 7 4 2 254 248 4 2 

2ND 2,894 2,846 2,386 416 46 21 27 4,947 4,427 472 48 
CT 211 200 181 16 3 7 4 145 142 1 2 
NY,N 441 437 218 194 25 4 280 207 73 
NYE 993 983 919 57 7 8 2 1,491 1,439 52 
NY,S* 816 794 694 90 10 6 16 2,602 2,251 307 44 
NY,W 336 335 282 53 . 1 296 259 35 2 
VT 97 97 91 5 1 133 129 4 

3RD 2,467 2,416 1,612 341 263 13 38 1,750 1,550 175 25 
DE 87 87 63 20 4 55 44 11 
NJ‘ 726 708 496 210 2 6 12 708 572 131 5 
PA,E 587 570 502 55 13 4 13 515 501 11 3 
PA,M 312 306 271 32 3 1 5 213 204 8 1 
PA,.W 271 264 248 16 - 2 5 132 124 8 
vi 484 481 232 8 241 3 127 105 6 16 

4TH §,302 5,194 2,926 2,051 217 64 44 2,918 2,238 655 25 
MD 498 485 359 120 6 9 4 361 281 77 3 
NC,E 775 766 321 329 116 1 8 233 181 52 
NC.M 317 292 271 21 - 22 3 170 162 8 
NC,W 425 419 291 106 22 1 5 386 375 9 2 
SC 556 543 484 45 14 2 11 425 406 16 3 
VA,E 2,212 2,188 741 1,392 55 13 11 830 343 478 9 
VA,W 214 200 184 14 2 12 2 295 278 10 7 
WV,N 105 104 100 2 2 1 990 90 
WV,S 200 197 175 22 3 128 122 5 1 
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Table D-1. Cases (Continued) 


Pending October 1, 1995 Commenced 
Original Proceedings 


Total 
Circuit and District Total’ Felony | Misdemeanor Other? Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers 
5TH 2,615 2,517 179 119 4,936 4,790 4,052 $82 56 42 104 
LA,E 189 181 8 . 288 285 255 30 : . 3 
LA,M‘ 27 22 1 4 98 94 91 2 1 - 4 
LA,W 148 111 30 7 243 236 156 74 6 3 4 
MS,N 80 75 4 1 114 112 106 4 2 1 1 
MS,S 159 155 2 2 187 175 163 11 1 3 9 
TX,N‘ 672 556 21 95 753 715 681 28 6 17 21 
TX,E 203 194 9 . 344 326 316 9 1 9 9 
TX,S 681 667 13 1 1,381 1,348 1,171 173 4 2 31 
TX,W 656 556 91 9 1,528 1,499 1,113 351 35 7 22 
6TH 2,261 2,078 175 8 3,420 3,359 2,737 611 1 15 46 
KY,E 174 163 11 . 318 312 298 11 3 3 3 
KY,W 197 107 89 1 584 579 153 425 1 2 3 
MIE 510 489 20 1 604 591 563 27 1 1 12 
MI,W 152 150 2 ° 231 226 217 9 2 3 
OH,N 315 310 5 : 476 471 464 7 : 5 
OH,S 214 185 26 3 369 362 282 78 2 7 
TNE 299 287 9 3 342 335 315 18 2 ° 7 
™N.M 125 121 4 127 115 104 10 1 7 5 
TN,W 275 266 9 369 368 341 26 1 ° 1 
7TH 1,128 1,037 90 1 1,733 1,707 1,474 211 22 5 21 
1L,N 468 439 29 521 509 448 59 2 2 10 
IL,C 103 92 10 1 231 227 200 23 4 4 
IL,S 118 115 3 225 224 216 8 1 . 
IN,N® 207 188 19 207 203 165 24 14 4 
IN,S* 04 79 15 242 241 166 73 2 1 
WILE 96 88 8 202 202 190 12 
WIi,W 42 36 6 105 101 89 12 ° 2 2 
8TH 1,261 1,224 49 8 2,354 2,294 2,115 126 53 21 39 
AR,E 133 131 2 256 242 229 12 1 3 11 
AR,W 68 56 11 1 130 128 90 33 5 1 1 
1A,N 71 70 1 140 137 130 6 1 3 ° 
1A,S 48 47 1 172 172 171 1 - 
MN 170 164 4 2 247 238 226 11 1 9 
MO,E 211 200 9 2 432 416 372 19 25 10 6 
MO,W 209 198 11 334 328 313 15 2 4 
NE 147 143 3 1 213 213 198 8 7 : 
ND‘ 78 74 2 160 154 138 13 3 6 
SD 146 141 5 270 266 248 8 16 2 2 
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% Table D-1. Cases (Continued) 


Terminated Pending September 30, 1995 
Original Proceedings 


Total 
Circuit and District Terminated Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers Total Felony |Misdemeanor | Other? 
5TH 4,794 4,688 3,827. 731 130 31 75 2,957 2,734 140 83 
LA,E 77 76 75 1 . - 1 48 40 3 5 
LA,M* 236 228 160 58 10 2 6 155 106 45 4 
LA,W 124 122 111 8 3 . 2 70 70 ° : 
MS,N 216 207 192 12 3 2 7 130 127 3 . 
MS,S 742 713 650 39 24 9 20 683 600 16 67 
TX,N‘ 341 327 307 18 2 10 4 206 202 4 - 
TX,E 1,246 1,233 1,050 161 22 . 13 816 791 24 1 
TX,S 1,520 1,504 1,031 409 64 8 8 664 626 32 6 
TX,W 
6TH 3,296 3,200 2,616 549 35 27 69 2,385 2,118 261 6 
KY,E 303 292 269 18 5 2 9 189 186 3 . 
KY,W 483 475 121 335 19 2 6 298 132 166 
Mi,E 559 552 509 41 2 2 5 555 538 17 
MI,W 239 232 222 9 1 2 5 144 140 4 
OH,N 503 497 479 18 1 5 288 285 3 
OH,S 343 328 249 78 1 1 14 240 204 32 
TNE 367 355 326 24 5 . 12 274 263 10 1 
™N.M 152 136 123 12 1 10 6 100 95 5 : 
TN,W 347 333 318 14 1 7 7 297 275 21 1 
7TH 1,554 1,516 1,277 225 14 8 30 1,307 1,208 87 12 
IL,N 546 539 466 68 5 1 6 443 417 26 
IL,C 183 176 151 22 3 2 5 151 139 10 2 
IL,S 182 178 167 11 4 161 161 - 
IN,NS 121 118 95 17 6 2 1 293 258 27 8 
IN,S* 228 227 147 80 - 1 108 98 8 2 
WIE 194 185 173 12 1 8 104 94 10 
Wi,W 100 93 78 15 2 5 47 41 6 
8TH 2,151 2,067 1,867 143 57 17 67 1,484 1,405 61 18 
AR,E 241 228 221 6 1 2 11 148 139 9 . 
AR,W 151 142 101 35 6 2 7 47 37 8 2 
1A,N 92 84 79 5 5 3 119 114 4 1 
IA,S 104 100 98 2 - 4 116 115 1 . 
MN 247 243 223 16 4 1 3 170 163 6 1 
MO,E 409 390 342 25 23 4 15 234 221 7 6 
MO,W 304 295 283 12 3 6 239 225 14 - 
NE 177 172 158 8 6 5 183 176 5 2 
ND‘ 179 173 144 20 9 6 59 55 4 : 
SD 247 240 218 14 8 7 169 160 3 6 
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Table D-1. Cases (Continued) 


Pending October 1, 1995 Commenced 
Original Proceedings 


Total 
Circuit and District Total’ Felony | Misdemeanor Other? Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers 

9TH 5,369 3,015 1,412 42 11,182 10,981 6,881 3,953 147 36 165 
AK 80 48 31 1 195 190 71 114 5 3 2 
L vA 635 599 31 5 1,142 1,107 849 249 9 6 29 
CA,N 552 391 160 1 729 715 430 284 1 6 8 
CA,E 410 291 106 13 893 890 600 260 30 - 3 
CA,C 899 861 32 6 1,183 1,102 1,026 62 14 9 72 
CA,S 637 570 65 2 2,290 2,281 1,694 520 67 1 8 
Ht 689 117 572 : 1,003 1,002 194 807 1 - 1 
ID 62 44 11 7 107 100 74 21 5 3 4 
MT 129 119 9 1 409 403 213 187 3 1 5 
NV 255 252 3 330 322 309 12 1 3 5 
OR 247 240 7 : 616 606 582 24 10 
WA,E 173 167 4 2 406 399 382 15 2 3 4 
WA,W 523 149 370 4 1,688 1,676 310 1,357 9 1 11 
GUAM 69 58 11 : 170 169 131 38 : 1 
NMI 9 ) : 21 19 16 3 : - 2 

10TH 1,265 1,102 162 11 2,742 2,688 1,906 756 26 22 32 
co 156 147 7 2 444 444 407 27 10 . 
KS‘ 206 185 20 1 336 331 266 60 5 2 3 
NM 432 360 70 2 939 926 590 333 3 3 10 
OK,N 91 85 5 1 169 161 151 8 2 3 5 
OK,E 25 25 : : 65 65 63 2 ° 
OK,W 105 81 24 412 404 154 250 8 
UT 184 160 23 1 271 251 201 48 2 14 6 
WY 66 59 3 4 106 106 74 28 4 : 

11TH 2,578 2,383 189 6 6,034 5,794 3,657 2,091 46 105 135 
AL,N 103 94 9 - 331 323 274 39 10 3 
AL,M 123 83 40 249 243 115 128 4 2 
AL,S 130 128 1 1 237 212 210 2 16 9 
FL,N 169 156 13 290 282 219 62 1 2 6 
FL,M 488 478 8 2 808 765 748 15 2 17 26 
FL,S 905 889 14 2 1,436 1,338 1,326 7 5 44 54 
GA,N 309 296 12 1 811 780 462 301 17 7 24 
GA,M 197 176 21 : 1,500 1,487 173 1,314 : 7 6 
GA,S 154 83 71 - 372 364 130 223 11 5 3 
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Table D-1. Cases (Continued) 


Terminated Pending September 30, 1995 
Original Proceedings 


Total 
Circuit and District Terminated Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers Total Felony |Misdemeanor | Other? 

OTH 9,785 9,637 5,889 3,376 372 47 101 6,766 4,824 1,688 54 
AK 192 185 76 100 9 3 4 83 43 40 - 
AZ 1,136 1,113 834 264 15 14 9 641 594 42 5 
CA,N 570 557 318 236 3 2 11 711 495 216 - 
CA,E 749 740 477 225 38 9 554 390 139 25 
CA,C 774 752 671 62 19 8 14 1,308 1,263 39 6 
CA,S 2,232 2,223 1,608 545 70 1 8 695 622 67 6 
Hi 1,135 1,121 142 939 40 : 14 557 158 399 ° 
ID 100 91 69 16 6 4 5 69 52 12 5 
MT 279 273 138 131 4 - 6 259 189 67 3 
NV 310 302 286 15 1 7 1 275 269 6 ° 
OR 519 514 487 19 8 5 344 331 13 
WA,E 424 415 376 26 13 8 1 155 153 1 1 
WA,W 1,182 1,173 278 749 146 - 9 1,029 182 844 
GUAM 164 160 113 47 : - a 75 73 2 
NMI 19 18 16 2 1 11 10 1 - 

10TH 2,344 2,229 1,493 679 §7 23 92 1,663 1,373 277 13 
co 259 219 189 21 9 - 40 341 322 12 7 
KS‘ 359 349 258 85 6 8 2 183 176 6 1 
NM 816 786 499 264 23 2 28 555 390 164 1 
OK,N 150 144 123 19 2 2 4 110 106 4 : 
OK,E 47 45 41 4 ° : 2 43 43 
OK,W 347 341 125 212 4 . 6 170 109 61 
UT 246 230 176 47 7 11 5 209 183 24 2 
WY 120 115 82 27 6 . 5 52 44 6 2 

11TH 5,510 §,333 3,264 2,005 64 66 111 3,102 2,824 273 
AL,N 281 274 232 31 11 2 5 153 138 14 1 
AL,M 236 216 112 97 7 4 16 136 74 62 : 
AL,S 218 199 194 4 1 11 8 149 149 . . 
FL,N 291 278 231 46 1 1 12 168 141 27 ° 
FL,M 707 673 647 21 5 10 24 589 582 7 
FL,S 1,157 1,123 1,089 23 11 22 12 1,184 1,177 7 - 
GA,N 758 731 419 294 18 7 20 362 338 23 1 
GA,M 1,530 1,521 211 1,310 - 7 2 167 140 27 . 
GA,S 332 318 129 179 10 2 12 194 85 106 3 


NOTE: PENDING TOTALS EXCLUDE EACH CASE IN WHICH THE DEFENDANT WAS A FUGITIVE FOR THE 12 MONTHS PRIOR TO SEPTEMBER 30. NO CASE WITH MULTIPLE DEFENDANTS WAS EXCLUDED UNLESS ALL 
DEFENDANTS IN THE CASE WERE FUGITIVES FOR THE 12 MONTHS PRIOR TO SEPTEMBER 30. 

‘REVISED. 

2 PRIMARILY PETTY OFFENSES ASSIGNED TO DISTRICT JUDGES. 

3 INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATE JUDGES, REOPENS, AND REMANDS. 

“PENDING CASE TOTALS INCLUDE SOME CASES IN WHICH ALL DEFENDANTS HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES FOR MORE THAN ONE YEAR AND/OR SOME CASES THAT HAVE BEEN CLOSED. 

5 PENDING CASE TOTALS INCLUDE CASES INVOLVING 15 DEFENDANTS WHO WERE FUGITIVES FOR MORE THAN ONE YEAR AND CASES INVOLVING 22 DEFENDANTS THAT HAVE BEEN CLOSED. 
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Table D-1. 
U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Pending October 1, 1995 Commenced 
Original Proceedings 
Total 
Circuit and District TOTAL' | Non-Fugitive Fugitive Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens? Transters 

TOTAL 40,482 40,204 278 64,771 63,499 §0,721 12,026 752 487 785 
DC 529 527 2 578 572 460 112 - 3 3 

1ST 1,423 1,419 4 1,665 1,822 1,741 62 19 22 21 
ME 91 91 : 178 176 167 9 . . 2 
MA 631 629 2 607 584 551 27 6 11 12 
NH 131 129 2 136 132 128 4 - 4 : 
Ri‘ 120 120 169 169 158 9 2 ° 
PR 450 450 775 761 737 13 11 7 7 

2ND 6,962 6,968 14 5,257 5,154 4,630 497 27 41 62 
CT 256 253 3 395 379 363 12 4 11 5 
NY,N 338 336 2 727 723 454 269 : : 4 
NY,E 2,219 2,210 9 1,742 1,697 1,654 40 3 21 24 
NY,S* 3,501 3,501 : 1,761 1,734 1,612 104 18 3 4 
NY,W 557 557 421 415 352 62 1 2 4 
VT 111 111 211 206 195 10 1 4 1 

3RD 2,576 2,565 11 3,518 3,444 2,829 378 237 13 61 
DE 42 42 ° 130 130 98 32 : . . 
NJ‘ 869 869 : 1,099 1,070 838 229 3 3 26 
PA,E 904 895 9 1,010 986 909 64 13 8 16 
PA,M 307 307 - 409 399 368 28 3 - 10 
PA,W 247 245 2 411 401 385 16 . 2 8 
Vi 207 207 - 459 458 231 9 218 : 1 

4TH 3,942 3,921 21 8,012 7,877 §,520 2,286 71 77 58 
MD 502 502 : 698 681 545 129 7 9 8 
NC,E 492 491 1 948 941 570 356 15 4 3 
NC,M 240 240 : 508 480 453 27 - 21 7 
NC,W 648 647 1 923 908 785 112 11 3 12 
SC 623 619 a 1,173 1,151 1,111 34 6 7 15 
VA,E 727 715 12 2,731 2,705 1,101 1,583 21 19 7 
VA,W 451 451 . 502 488 455 24 9 9 5 
WV,N 139 136 3 192 192 188 3 1 - - 
WV,S 120 120 . 337 331 312 18 1 5 1 
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Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 


Terminated Pending September 30, 1995 
Origina! Proceedings 
TOTAL | Non- 

Circuit and District TERMINATED Total Felony | Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers Total Fugitive Fugitive 
TOTAL 57,275 56,029 43,405 11,250 1,374 417 829 47,978 44,771 3,207 
Dc 580 576 480 95 1 3 1 527 516 11 
18ST 1,621 1,586 1,611 62 13 i6 19 1,667 1,606 61 
ME 178 173 155 18 ° ° 5 91 89 2 
MA 544 531 509 19 3 8 5 694 678 16 
NH 151 140 135 5 ° 4 7 116 108 8 
Ri‘ 132 132 123 9 ; . . 157 157 . 
PR 616 610 589 11 10 4 2 609 574 35 
2ND 4,193 4,131 3,616 467 48 24 38 8,046 7,953 93 
CT 303 291 270 17 4 8 4 348 334 14 
NY,N 587 582 356 201 25 : 5 478 445 33 
NY,E 1,504 1,489 1,408 73 8 10 5 2,457 2,412 45 
NY,S* 1,214 1,186 1,067 109 10 6 22 4,048 4,048 ° 
NY,W 456 454 392 62 ° ° 2 522 521 1 

VT 129 129 123 5 1 . - 193 193 
3RD 3,321 3,261 2,623 375 263 ae 43 2,773 2,674 99 
DE 103 103 79 20 4 . . 69 67 2 

NJ* 950 927 702 223 2 10 13 1,018 1,018 
PAE 932 914 843 58 13 4 14 982 956 26 
PAM 406 400 361 36 3 1 5 310 302 8 
PAW 419 411 382 29 ° 2 6 239 229 10 
vi 511 506 256 9 241 ° 5 155 102 53 
4TH 7,360 7,209 4,872 2,107 230 83 68 4,594 4,255 339 
MO 677 660 530 121 9 10 7 523 489 34 
NC,E 1,025 1,016 562 334 120 1 8 415 385 30 
NC,M 464 432 409 23 : 24 8 284 237 47 
NCW 815 796 660 113 23 4 15 756 714 42 
SC 1,030 1,011 937 60 14 2 17 766 666 100 
VA,E 2,491 2,464 986 1,418 60 16 11 967 890 77 
VA,W 402 378 362 14 2 22 2 551 551 . 
WV,N 196 195 191 2 2 1 : 135 128 7 
WV,S 260 257 235 22 . 3 . 197 195 2 
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Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 


Pending October 1, 1995 Commenced 
Original Proceedings 
Total 
Circuit and District TOTAL' | Non-Fugitive Fugitive Commenced Total Felony Misdemsanor Other? Reopens’ |_ Transfers 

STH 4,537 4,486 51 7,675 7,510 6,724 728 58 61 114 
LAE 340 313 27 495 490 460 30 . 2 3 
LA,M‘* 28 28 . 113 109 106 2 1 . 4 
LA,W 204 203 1 317 310 228 75 7 3 4 
MS,N 128 128 . 153 151 145 4 2 1 1 
MS,S 230 229 1 276 263 247 14 2 3 10 
TX,N* 973 973 . 1,318 1,274 1,235 33 6 20 24 
TX,E 327 326 1 600 577 563 13 1 11 12 
T™X,S 1,251 1,246 5 2,311 2,275 2,074 197 4 4 32 
TX,W 1,056 1,040 16 2,092 2,061 1,666 360 35 7 24 

6TH 3,476 3,460 16 5,164 5,088 4,431 646 11 26 50 
KY,.E 231 231 . 430 413 399 11 3 14 3 
KYW 278 273 5 659 654 228 425 1 2 3 
MIE 935 928 7 1,086 1,072 1,036 35 1 1 13 
MI,W 235 234 1 444 439 427 12 2 3 
OH,N 447 447 ° 727 721 714 7 - - 6 
OH,S 271 271 . 558 551 464 85 2 . 7 
TN,E 477 476 1 490 483 458 23 2 . 7 
™N,M 187 187 170 157 146 10 1 7 6 
TN.W 415 413 2 600 598 559 38 1 . 2 

7TH 1,791 1,782 9 2,642 2,616 2,357 222 37 § 21 
IL,N 760 751 9 912 900 832 66 2 2 10 
IL,C 144 144 316 312 270 23 19 4 
iL,S 196 196 406 405 397 8 1 
IN,N® 352 352 282 278 239 25 14 4 
IN,S* 147 147 325 324 247 75 2 1 
WILE 133 133 271 271 258 13 
Wwi,wW 59 59 130 126 114 12 2 2 

8TH 1,687 1,874 13 3,452 3,387 3,180 153 54 24 41 
AR,E 189 189 367 353 338 14 1 3 11 
AR,.W 72 72 144 142 104 33 5 1 1 
1A,N 98 98 218 214 202 11 1 4 
1A.S 88 88 247 247 246 1 . 
MN 336 323 13 402 393 378 14 1 9 
MO,E 288 288 645 625 566 33 26 12 8 
MO,W 345 345 552 546 530 16 2 4 
NE 204 204 312 312 297 8 7 
ND‘ 90 90 232 226 209 14 3 6 
SD 177 177 333 329 310 9 10 2 2 


g Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 


Terminated Pending September 30, 1995 
Original Proceedings 
TOTAL Non- 
Circuit and District TERMINATED Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers Total Fugitive Fugitive 

5TH 7,202 7,070 6,104 605 161 39 93 5,010 4,682 328 
LA,E 474 454 425 27 2 4 16 361 316 45 
LA,M‘ 85 84 83 1 1 56 56 . 
LA,W 311 302 226 65 11 3 6 210 207 3 
MS,N 187 185 174 M 3 2 94 87 7 
MS,S 311 301 276 18 7 2 4 195 190 5 

TX,N‘ 1,189 1,153 1,067 59 27 9 27 1,102 1,102 
TXE 548 530 506 22 2 13 5 379 367 12 
TX,S 1,999 1,981 1,769 169 43 18 1,563 1,390 173 
TX,W 2,098 2,080 1,578 436 66 4 10 1,050 967 83 
6TH 4,610 4,691 4,059 591 41 31 88 3,830 3,493 337 
KY,E 405 390 362 23 5 2 13 256 243 13 
KY,W 554 543 187 336 20 2 9 383 349 34 
MIE 987 977 910 65 2 2 x 1,034 918 116 
MI,W 406 398 379 14 5 2 6 273 244 29 
OH,N 729 720 702 18 2 7 445 413 32 
OH,S 441 425 343 81 1 2 14 388 374 14 
TNE 560 546 514 26 6 . 14 407 352 55 
T™N.M 216 198 184 13 1 11 7 141 134 7 
TN,W 512 494 478 15 1 10 503 466 37 
7TH 2,330 2,285 2,007 254 24 8 37 2,103 2,024 79 
IL,N 872 863 777 80 6 1 a 800 750 50 
IL,C 251 244 210 22 12 2 5 209 201 4 
IL,S 314 310 299 11 . 4 288 272 16 

IN,NS 214 209 186 17 6 2 3 420 420 
IN,S* 291 288 206 82 . 3 181 181 
WIE 266 256 231 25 1 g 138 137 1 
WI,.wW 122 115 98 17 2 5 67 63 4 
8TH 3,004 2,010 2,671 173 56 18 76 2,335 2,211 124 
ARE 342 328 317 10 1 2 12 214 200 14 

AR,W 164 154 113 35 6 2 8 52 52 
1A,N 135 126 117 9 6 3 181 169 12 
1A,S 164 160 156 2 2 4 171 158 13 
MN 447 442 411 26 5 1 4 291 274 17 
MO,E 521 502 451 27 24 4 15 412 378 34 
MO,W 466 454 437 17 3 9 431 415 16 

NE 238 231 217 6 6 7 278 278 
ND* 226 219 186 21 12 7 96 96 . 
SD 301 294 266 18 10 7 209 191 18 
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Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 


Pending October 1, 1995 Commenced 
Original Proceedings 
Total 
Circuit and District TOTAL' | Non-Fugitive | Fugitive Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | _ Transfers 

9TH 7,331 7,260 71 14,347 14,127 9,905 4,058 164 43 177 
AK 108 108 : 225 220 99 115 6 3 2 
AZ 932 931 1 1,589 1,553 1,278 266 9 6 30 
CA,N 846 837 9 1,059 1,043 753 289 1 7 9 
CA,E 626 622 4 1,178 1,175 876 269 30 : 3 
CA,C 1,332 1,327 5 1,768 1,678 1,596 68 14 12 78 
CA,S 874 861 13 2,840 2,831 2,199 564 68 1 8 
HI 725 717 8 1,102 1,100 289 808 3 2 
ID 101 100 1 161 154 115 22 17 3 4 
MT 167 166 1 576 569 366 200 3 1 6 
NV 450 450 . 593 583 569 13 1 5 5 
OR 333 332 1 762 751 726 25 : : 11 
WA,E 175 172 1 406 399 382 15 2 3 4 
WA,W 574 547 27 1,857 1,843 472 1,361 10 2 12 
GUAM 79 79 : 205 204 164 40 . - 1 
NMI 11 11 . 26 24 21 3 2 

10TH 1,692 1,673 19 3,586 3,526 2,735 765 26 27 33 
CO 202 196 6 642 642 605 27 10 : : 
KS‘ 271 271 441 436 370 61 5 2 3 
NM 555 543 12 1,237 1,224 885 336 3 3 10 
OK,N 129 129 250 241 231 8 2 4 5 
OK,E 32 32 90 90 88 2 . . 
OK,W 135 134 1 442 434 184 250 8 
UT 287 287 351 326 271 53 2 18 7 
wy 81 81 133 133 101 28 4 : 

11TH 4,316 4,269 47 8,675 8,376 6,209 2,119 48 155 144 
AL,N 141 140 1 479 471 419 42 10 3 5 
AL,M 188 188 318 299 165 134 17 2 
AL,S 209 209 471 441 439 2 19 11 
FL,N 277 277 438 426 361 64 1 5 7 
FL.M 804 800 4 1,329 1,274 1,254 17 3 28 27 
FL,S 1,676 1,643 33 2,404 2,288 2,273 9 6 59 57 
GA,N 543 536 7 1,057 1,024 700 307 17 9 24 
GA,M 285 285 1,621 1,606 286 1,320 7 8 
GA,S 193 191 2 558 547 312 224 11 8 3 
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Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 


Terminated Pending September 30, 1995 
Original Proceedings 
TOTAL Non- 
Circuit and District TERMINATED Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens?’ | Transfers Total Fugitive Fugitive 

9TH 12,205 12,036 8,102 3,537 397 53 116 9,473 8,556 917 
AK 235 228 116 102 10 3 4 98 86 12 
AZ 1,562 1,536 1,220 294 22 14 12 959 851 108 
CA,N 731 716 465 248 3 2 13 1,174 1,111 63 
CA,E 960 950 671 240 39 - 10 844 786 58 
CA,C 1,176 1,148 1,052 76 20 11 17 1,924 1,909 15 
CA,S 2,695 2,686 2,012 601 73 1 8 1,019 907 112 
HI 1,190 1,175 194 939 42 . 15 637 362 275 
ID 152 143 114 17 12 4 5 110 104 6 
MT 375 368 213 147 8 : 7 368 350 18 
NV 552 541 522 18 1 10 1 491 473 18 
OR 644 637 609 20 8 . 7 451 427 24 
WA,E 424 415 376 26 13 8 1 155 129 26 
WA,W 1,285 1,274 370 758 146 . 11 1,146 975 171 
GUAM 200 196 147 49 : 4 84 73 11 
NMI 24 23 21 2 : 1 13 13 . 

10TH 2,997 2,860 2,070 731 59 28 109 2,281 2,078 203 
co 331 281 249 23 9 . 50 513 418 95 
KS‘ 462 449 353 89 7 11 2 250 250 . 
NM 1,049 1,017 696 298 23 2 30 743 672 71 
OK,N 233 224 202 20 2 4 5 146 137 9 
OK,E 70 68 64 4 . . 2 52 49 3 
OK,W 376 369 152 212 5 : 7 201 188 13 
UT 325 307 242 58 7 11 7 313 303 10 
WY 151 145 112 27 6 - 6 63 61 2 

11TH 7,652 7,414 5,290 2,053 71 97 141 5,339 4,723 616 
AL,N 394 382 337 34 11 2 10 226 205 21 
AL,M 323 301 188 106 7 6 16 183 157 26 
AL,S 341 312 304 7 1 14 15 339 258 81 
FL,N 457 437 390 46 1 3 17 258 228 30 
FL,M 1,108 1,062 1,030 24 8 14 32 1,025 879 146 
FL.S 1,885 1,833 1,784 36 13 38 14 2,195 1,961 234 
GA,N 1,034 1,002 684 298 20 10 22 566 518 48 
GA,M 1,658 1,649 327 1,322 . 7 2 248 248 . 
GA,S 452 436 246 180 10 3 13 299 269 30 


NOTE: PENDING TOTALS EXCLUDE DEFENDANTS WHO WERE FUGITIVES FOR THE 12 MONTHS PRIOR TO SEPTEMBER 30. 


‘REVISED 


? PRIMARILY PETTY OFFENSES ASSIGNED TO DISTRICT JUDGES. 
3 INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATE JUDGES, REOPENS, AND REMANDS. 
‘PENDING DEFENDANT TOTALS INCLUDE SOME DEFENDANTS WHO HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES FOR MORE THAN ONE YEAR AND/OR SOME DEFENDANTS WHOSE CASES HAVE BEEN CLOSED. 


5 PENDING DEFENDANT TOTALS INCLUDE 15 DEFENDANTS WHO WERE FUGITIVES FOR MORE THAN ONE YEAR AND 22 DEFENDANTS WHOSE CASES HAVE BEEN CLOSED. 
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Table D-2. 
Criminal Cases Commenced, by Major Offense (Excludes Transfers), 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1991, Through 1995 


a 


Percent Change 


Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1995 Over 1994' 
TOTAL 46,337 47,472 45,903 44,678 45,053 8 
PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY 
INDICTMENT 27,168 28,559 27,038 23,869 25,202 5.6 
INFORMATION—INDICTMENT WAIVED 6,024 6,296 6,409 6,712 7,439 10.8 
INFORMATION—OTHER 9,204 8,669 8,629 9,274 8,023 -13.5 
REMANDED FROM APPELLATE COURT 56 41 78 126 173 37.3 
REMOVED FROM STATE COURT 10 28 30 20 37 85.0 
REOPENED/REINSTATED 76 46 4: 51 41 -19.6 
APPEAL FROM U.S. MAGISTRATE JUDGE 120 102 79 136 124 -8.8 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY PROCEEDINGS 152 98 63 60 88 46.7 
CONSENT BEFORE MAGISTRATE JUDGE 3,241 3,350 2,124 1,661 1,680 1.1 
RETRIAL ON MISTRIAL 44 38 28 27 49 81.5 
RETRIAL—REMAND FROM APPEALS COURT 109 49 75 83 114 37.3 
VIOLATION NOTICE 130 194 1,306 2,415 2,070 -14.3 
OTHER? 3 2 3 244 13 -94.7 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE, TOTAL 208 177 181 195 295 51.3 
MURDER—FIRST DEGREE 142 101 85 113 237 - 109.7 
MURDER—SECOND DEGREE 17 20 49 49 7 ° 
MANSLAUGHTER 49 56 47 33 51 54.5 
ROBBERY, TOTAL 1,573 1,925 1,789 1,520 1,240 -18.4 
BANK 1,528 1,857 1,714 1,468 1,168 -20.4 
POSTAL 23 40 51 35 43 22.9 
OTHER 22 28 24 17 29 70.6 
ASSAULT 553 618 523 562 561 -.2 
BURGLARY—BREAKING AND ENTERING, TOTAL 134 119 141 139 63 -54.7 
BANK 48 51 77 79 8 : 
POSTAL 28 22 26 21 22 48 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 4 4 9 7 - 
OTHER 54 42 29 35 26 -25.7 
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S Table D-2. Cases (Continued) 


Percent Change 


Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1995 Over 1994' 
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL 3,420 3,594 3,322 3,336 3,432 2.9 
BANK 145 226 331 360 221 -38.6 
POSTAL 360 360 371 332 320 -3.6 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 271 279 253 226 174 -23.0 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY 1,863 1,967 1,788 1,838 2,012 9.5 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC., OF STOLEN PROPERTY 214 213 236 211 308 46.0 
OTHER 567 549 343 369 397 7.6 
EMBEZZLEMENT, TOTAL 1,929 1,882 1,857 1,576 1,368 -13.2 
BANK 888 810 785 707 734 3.8 
POSTAL 425 414 332 248 243 -2.0 
OTHER 616 658 740 621 391 -37.0 
FRAUD, TOTAL 7,049 7,374 7,575 7,099 7,416 4.5 
INCOME TAX 922 879 867 800 TAS -7.0 
LENDING INSTITUTION 1,359 1,448 1,474 1,338 1,289 -3.7 
POSTAL 988 1,082 1,317 1,222 1,410 15.4 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 15 6 10 5 : . 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 42 48 40 42 30 -28.6 
SOCIAL SECURITY 249 222 205 213 242 13.6 
FALSE PERSONATION 60 46 39 40 33 -17.5 
NATIONALITY LAWS 98 49 60 27 82 203.7 
PASSPORT FRAUD 236 189 227 162 235 45.1 
FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS 1,512 1,685 1,600 1,468 1,478 7 
OTHER 1,568 1,720 1,736 1,782 1,873 5.1 
AUTO THEFT 212 210 349 335 267 -20.3 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING, TOTAL 1,213 1,196 1,059 1,093 1,001 -8.4 
TRANSPORTATION OF FORGED SECURITIES 36 57 29 60 12 -80.0 
POSTAL FORGERY 64 63 70 52 9 : 
OTHER FORGERY 656 581 492 403 285 -29.3 
COUNTERFEITING 457 495 468 578 695 20.2 
SEX OFFENSES, TOTAL 460 388 337 359 412 14.8 
SEXUAL ABUSE 279 242 233 259 261 8 


OTHER 181 146 104 100 151 51.0 


Table D-2. Cases (Continued) 


Percent Change 


Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1995 Over 1994' 
DRUG LAWS 11,954 12,833 12,239 11,362 11,520 1.4 
MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL 12,948 12,617 11,838 12,414 11,113 -10.5 
BRIBERY 272 223 205 283 190 -32.9 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC 7,120 6,836 6,229 7,079 5,214 -26.4 
ESCAPE’ 727 626 725 739 697 -5.7 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, AND THREATS 422 508 491 509 713 40.1 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY 106 131 75 80 26 -67.5 
KIDNAPPING 64 75 37 68 81 19.1 
PERJURY 140 81 111 93 85 -8.6 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 3,854 3,917 3,636 3,113 3,620 16.3 
OTHER 243 220 299 450 487 8.2 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 2,167 2,090 2,487 2,596 3,960 52.5 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE 4 17 6 2 3 - 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 2,513 2,432 2,200 2,090 2,402 14.9 
AGRICULTURE/CONSERVATION ACTS 354 341 254 251 401 59.8 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 70 63 71 43 38 -11.6 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 57 86 67 46 55 19.6 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS 57 23 27 39 27 -30.8 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT 43 25 20 11 12 9.1 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 100 209 144 95 85 -10.5 
CIVIL RIGHTS‘ 90 69 62 70 73 43 
CONTEMPT 95 52 56 74 69 -6.8 
CUSTOMS LAWS 104 97 69 88 97 10.2 
POSTAL LAWS 198 206 212 182 202 11.0 
OTHER 1,345 1,261 1,218 1,191 1,343 12.8 


‘PERCENT CHANGE IS COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES 

* 1994 AND 1995 DATA INCLUDE FILINGS FOR WHICH FELONY WAIVERS HAVE NOT BEEN SIGNED 

*INCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY, AIDING OR ABETTING AN ESCAPE, FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT, AND BAIL JUMPING 
* THESE INCLUDE CASES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISIONS OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 28 U.S.C. 1443 
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Tabie D-2. 
Criminal Defendants Commenced, by Major Offense (Excludes Transfers), 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1991, Through 1995 


| Percent Change 


Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1991 | 1992 1993 1994 1995 1995 Over 1994' 
TOTAL 65,934 67,635 64,699 62,054 63,986 3.1 
PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY 
INDICTMENT 44,607 47,164 44,480 40,238 42,866 6.5 
INFORMATION—INDICTMENT WAIVED 6,641 6,026 7,046 7870 8,222 19.1 
INFORMATION—OTHER 9,550 9,018 8,947 9,528 8,307 12.8 
REMANDED FROM APPELLATE COURT 65 “ a 187 209 $3.1 
REMOVED FROM STATE COURT 10 59 $3 24 37 64.2 
REOPENED/REINSTATED 66 53 “ mn 43 00.4 
APPEAL FROM U.S. MAGISTRATE JUDGE ver 108 60 138 126 0.4 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY PROCEEDINGS we 108 62 Ad 116 $0.6 
CONSENT BEFORE MAGISTRATE JUDGE 3,670 3,608 2,166 1,606 1.787 1.8 
RETRIAL ON MISTRIAL 60 45 32 32 62 93.8 
RETRIAL—REMAND FROM APPEALS COURT 128 59 113 117 173 47.9 
VIOLATION NOTICE 909 482 1,593 2,433 2,083 14.4 
OTHER? 3 2 3 273 16 94.1 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE, TOTAL 287 229 283 330 389 17.9 
MURDER—FIRST DEGREE 213 150 162 225 322 43.1 
MURDER—SECOND DEGREE 20 22 71 64 7 ; 
MANSLAUGHTER 54 57 50 41 60 46.3 
ROBBERY, TOTAL 1,895 2,339 2.265 1,826 1,436 21.4 
BANK 1,823 2,250 2,155 1,748 1,339 23.4 
POSTAL 34 55 74 54 57 5.6 
OTHER 38 | 34 36 24 40 66.7 
ASSAULT 701 721 591 650 625 -3.9 
BURGLARY—BREAKING AND ENTERING, TOTAL 177 159 180 178 86 51.7 
BANK 57 61 91 101 6 : 
POSTAL 35 27 31 24 31 29.2 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 8 20 18 y 12 33.3 
OTHER 77 51 40 44 35 -20.5 
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Table D-2. Defendants (Continued) 


Percent Change 


Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1995 Over 1994' 
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL 4,292 4,363 4,167 3,978 4,081 2.6 
BANK 173 307 377 414 245 -40.8 
POSTAL 483 471 521 459 424 -7.6 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 440 458 453 392 318 -18.9 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY 2,165 2,230 2,020 1,957 2,166 10.7 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC., OF STOLEN PROPERTY 370 310 417 357 512 43.4 
OTHER 661 587 379 399 416 4.3 
EMBEZZLEMENT, TOTAL 2,044 2,048 2,038 1,702 1,449 -14.9 
BANK 922 846 828 734 759 3.4 
POSTAL 430 424 344 251 248 “1.2 
OTHER 692 778 866 717 442 -38.4 
FRAUD, TOTAL 9,265 9,804 10,189 9,343 10,176 8.9 
INCOME TAX 1,066 1,015 1,011 931 850 -8.7 
LENDING INSTITUTION 1,678 1,844 1,862 1,656 1,688 1.9 
POSTAL 1,543 1,648 2,214 1,877 2,422 29.0 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 15 6 11 6 : . 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 74 66 51 67 53 -20.9 
SOCIAL SECURITY 280 278 230 232 288 24.1 
FALSE PERSONATION 66 52 45 44 33 -25.0 
NATIONALITY LAWS 115 53 60 28 85 203.6 
PASSPORT FRAUD 248 218 240 170 245 44.1 
FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS 1,760 2,013 1,947 1,718 1,734 g9 
OTHER 2,420 2,611 2,518 2,614 2,778 6.3 
AUTO THEFT 389 366 547 514 452 “12.1 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING, TOTAL 1,649 1,662 1,485 1,561 1,388 11.1 
TRANSPORTATION OF FORGED SECURITIES 47 74 44 96 18 -81.3 
POSTAL FORGERY 91 92 80 70 11 -84.3 
OTHER FORGERY 855 759 648 530 341 -35.7 
COUNTERFEITING 656 737 713 865 1,018 17.7 
SEX OFFENSES, TOTAL 497 405 352 385 436 13.2 
SEXUAL ABUSE 288 250 239 271 274 1.1 
OTHER 209 155 113 114 162 42.1 
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\ Table D-2. Defendants (Continued) 


Percent Change 


Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1995 Over 1994' 
DRUG LAWS 23,578 25,033 23,114 21,905 22,926 4.7 
MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL 15,036 14,411 13,481 13,898 12,852 -7.5 
BRIBERY 394 315 259 394 262 -33.5 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC 7,752 7,067 6,366 7,094 5,216 -26.5 
ESCAPE’ 780 686 770 842 760 -9.7 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, AND THREATS 764 946 945 975 1,382 41.7 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY 303 358 178 166 49 -70.5 
KIDNAPPING 122 136 112 139 137 -1.4 
PERJURY 163 98 141 122 110 -9.8 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 4,425 4,561 4,348 3,695 4,436 20.1 
OTHER 333 244 362 471 500 6.2 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 2,663 2,565 2,900 2,958 4,471 51.1 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE 8 27 9 3 3 ° 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 3,453 3,503 3,098 2,823 3,216 13.9 
AGRICULTURE/CONSERVATION ACTS 460 517 401 314 530 68.8 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 100 114 106 88 48 -45.5 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 94 155 86 65 72 10.8 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS 88 38 34 48 49 2.1 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT 53 33 32 13 12 -7.7 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 145 262 190 150 110 -26.7 
CIVIL RIGHTS* 141 106 89 105 136 29.5 
CONTEMPT 106 64 63 84 86 2.4 
CUSTOMS LAWS 141 149 106 154 161 4.5 
POSTAL LAWS 204 218 221 192 214 11.5 
OTHER 1,921 1,847 1,770 1,610 1,798 11.7 


‘PERCENT CHANGE IS COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES. 

* 1994 AND 1995 DATA INCLUDE FILINGS FOR WHICH FELONY WAIVERS HAVE NOT BEEN SIGNED. 

*INCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY, AIDING OR ABETTING AN ESCAPE, FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT, AND BAIL JUMPING 
“THESE INCLUDE CASES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISION OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 28 U S.C. 1443. 
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Table D-3. 
Criminal Cases Commenced, by Offense and District (Excludes Transfers), 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


General Offenses 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezzlement Fraud Firearms 

TOTAL 45,053 205 1,240 561 63 3,432 1,368 7,416 3,620 
Dc 449 1 3 6 . 43 25 94 56 

1ST 1,101 2 21 12 ° 39 28 233 109 
ME 123 - 10 : . 2 8 28 15 
MA 391 1 4 3 26 11 117 58 
NH 110 1 4 24 5 
Ri 109 1 . 1 2 20 10 
PR 368 . 1 4 4 2 44 21 

2ND 3,467 16 49 29 3 226 81 879 202 
CT . 195 1 5 2 6 11 62 28 
NY,N 510 4 8 29 15 114 15 
NY,E 1,096 3 12 7 1 60 14 227 64 
NY,S 1,192 10 15 10 1 99 24 362 46 
NY,W 326 2 12 1 1 18 10 92 27 
VT 148 . 1 1 14 7 22 22 

3RD 2,525 20 84 36 4 246 70 575 219 
DE 105 1 4 2 . 18 6 23 8 
NJ 806 1 19 7 . 136 19 204 54 
PAE 637 6 24 11 1 48 19 162 78 
PAM 307 - 21 7 . 28 4 77 37 
PA,W 245 4 14 1 14 22 68 25 
vl 425 8 2 8 3 2 41 17 

4TH 5,662 29 169 72 $ 582 164 729 498 
MD : 504 1 44 3 . 50 20 62 87 
NC,E 675 5 20 6 2 117 8 69 30 
NC,M 318 . 27 2 . 4 17 70 39 
NC,W 481 4 25 4 1 1 24 67 36 
SC 636 1 30 5 2 36 40 139 91 
VA,E 2,422 16 12 38 - 332 33 215 113 
VA,W 275 1 4 4 1 19 14 46 50 
WV,N 107 - 3 3 1 . 6 5 14 
WV,S 234 1 4 2 2 3 2 56 38 
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Table D-3. Cases (Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) Special Offenses 
Forgery and Immigration Agricultural Postal 

Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws* Other 
TOTAL 1,001 11,520 5,214 697 2,261 3,960 401 202 1,802 

DC 55 121 6 2 12 6 - 2 17 
1ST 20 333 5 11 74 108 7 3 96 

ME 47 . 4 4 - 1 4 
MA 5 74 5 4 31 21 5 1 20 
NH 5 55 1 7 8 
RI 1 38 2 12 10 1 4 
PR . 4 119 4 20 73 1 1 60 
2ND 108 1,086 77 56 195 233 8 38 181 

CT 5 36 : 3 15 3 3 2 13 
NY,N 4 98 75 6 17 97 5 1 22 
NY,E 27 499 76 36 10 60 
NY,S 55 323 2 44 70 51 24 56 
NY,W 8 79 1 12 39 . 24 
VT 9 51 : 2 5 7 1 6 
3RO 89 490 13 44 150 337 10 22 116 

DE 11 19 : . 4 5 1 3 
NJ 53 181 3 4 54 8 1 2 55 
PAE 14 149 5 8 47 19 6 14 26 
PA,M 6 55 3 17 26 5 1 3 17 
PA,W 4 54 . 9 16 . 3 11 
vi 32 2 1 3 300 1 4 
4TH 102 1,530 1,057 73 295 49 44 5 245 

MD 5 91 79 3 20 15 3 1 20 
NC,E 11 151 193 6 14 2 1 40 
NC,M 8 114 - 3 7 17 10 
NC,W 17 213 3 8 31 1 6 1 14 
Sc 19 175 15 14 37 3 1 28 
VAE 37 538 762 25 161 31 7 102 
VA,W 2 103 5 4 a 3 1 10 
WV.N 61 . 5 6 1 2 
WV,S 3 84 : 5 11 3 1 19 
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Table D-3. Cases (Continued) 


General Offenses 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and Di: trict Total Homicide Robbery | Assault | Burglary | Larceny Embezzlement Fraud Firearms 

5TH 4,832 7 63 43 7 262 97 1,065 381 
LAE 285 1 9 § 24 6 60 28 
LAM 94 1 6 43 7 
LAW 239 2 4 2 61 10 42 25 
MS,N 113 5 2 1 ) 3 29 20 
MS,S 178 2 6 3 14 3 45 24 
TX,N 732 3 22 7 1 47 22 221 84 
TXE 335 3 ) 4 2 8 12 70 46 
Tx,S 1,350 2 1 ? 32 14 231 52 
TX,W 1,506 4 4 1 1 70 21 344 95 

6TH 3,374 19 114 35 12 429 176 686 395 
KY.E 315 6 7 1 4 14 43 27 
KY,W 581 1 2 1 256 19 43 42 
MILE 592 3 22 4 8 28 30 127 83 
Mi,W 228 1 6 4 1 15 16 45 13 
OH,N 471 1 36 17 46 128 85 
OH,S 362 2 12 59 18 110 40 
TNE 335 3 8 1 25 13 52 52 
TN.M 122 5 10 1 11 4 33 8 
TN.W 368 3 12 2 1 9 16 105 45 

7TH 1,712 4 72 44 1 144 96 397 209 
IL,N 511 45 7 57 32 179 25 
IL.C 227 1 9 3 8 6 27 34 
IL,S 225 2 7 12 9 31 45 
IN,N 203 4 5 14 17 45 31 
IN,S 241 2 7 13 27 13 28 40 
wie 202 5 4 20 6 71 26 
wi,w 103 5 6 13 16 8 

8TH 2,315 34 72 58 12 130 91 422 201 
AR.E 245 6 2 2 15 13 53 29 
AR,.W 129 8 5 2 19 13 
\A.N 140 2 5 2 24 28 
1A,S 172 7 1 6 7 29 19 
MN 238 7 16 3 2 9 13 51 22 
MO,E 426 16 4 28 19 87 78 
MO,W 330 2 8 2 28 18 69 45 
NE 213 5 1 1 18 5 29 20 
ND 154 7 2 8 . 7 6 43 14 
sD 268 18 2 37 7 9 6 18 23 


You 


917 


Table D-3. Cases (Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) Special Cttenses 
Forgery and Immigration Agricultural Postal 

Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws | Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws’ Other 
6TH 06 1,550 a4 107 170 695 12 "1 192 

LAE 7 89 1 3 10 13 2 2 25 
LAM 5 22 . 3 . 2 4 
LA,W 7 53 4 7 3 1 2 16 
MS,N 4 21 1 9 1 1 7 
MS,S 6 41 . 1 19 4 1 4 
TX,N 21 118 4 15 37 83 47 
TX,E 4 119 1 7 25 6 2 16 
TX,S 21 549 5 53 26 312 1 3 31 
TX,W 12 538 33 23 34 274 4 1 37 
6TH 77 920 43 56 211 36 6 13 147 

KY,E 5 149 12 13 9 . 20 
KY,W 6 48 32 6 78 1 1 1 34 
Mi,E 24 201 3 4 19 6 1 29 
Mi,W 4 83 7 12 "1 4 6 
OH,N 12 91 6 26 5 5 13 
OH,S 6 84 3 2 9 . 1 16 
TNE 7 115 1 3 32 3 2 . 12 
TN.M 3 27 1 8 . 2 4 
TN,W 10 122 4 15 14 1 1 . 8 
7TH 42 385 49 16 98 11 44 80 

IL,N 17 52 . . 28 11 . 28 29 
iL,C 1 85 17 2 12 7 1 . 14 
iL,S . 106 4 1 1 . 7 
IN,N 8 36 . 2 20 . 12 9 
IN,S 6 38 29 5 16 2 2 13 
WIE 2 38 . 2 15 2 3 2 5 
wi,w 8 30 3 4 3 4 3 
6TH 54 706 20 34 168 100 19 101 

ARE 8 81 . 4 16 1 2 1 12 
AR,W 4 33 18 4 1 7 2 3 
1A,N . 58 . 6 8 1 6 
IA,S 2 86 1 4 3 . 7 
MN 1 64 . 7 17 7 5 4 
MO,E 7 125 1 6 12 2 5 1 35 
MO,wW 15 105 . 14 8 1 1 14 
NE 2 94 2 1 17 8 
ND 3 25 2 14 16 1 6 
“0 2 35 1 8 63 31 6 
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Table D-3. Cases (Continued) 


General Offenses 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezzlement Fraud Firearms 

OTH 11,017 97 354 113 9 658 350 1,263 543 
AK 193 . 6 5 . 26 3 20 12 
AZ 1,113 37 22 29 1 40 26 205 68 
CA,N 721 9 31 4 1 44 123 161 30 
CAE 890 30 5 2 51 23 110 51 
CA,C 1,111 4 83 12 86 41 321 97 
CAS 2,282 2 44 15 55 15 125 30 
HI 1,002 26 10 2 120 1 35 15 
iD 103 2 1 3 4 6 21 9 
MT 404 13 4 15 1 23 4 24 38 
NV 325 3 29 2 14 5 110 33 
OR 606 9 53 3 24 35 54 60 
WA,E 402 2 5 3 1 3 g 14 63 
WA,W 1,677 5 19 6 124 45 57 25 
GUAM 169 6 1 1 1 44 4 24 11 
NMI ’ 19 2 1 

10TH 2,710 36 62 69 3 223 63 310 257 
co 444 2 17 9 21 16 85 51 
KS 333 5 5 4 49 44 62 
NM 929 19 18 29 2 11 a 29 51 
OK,N 164 . 6 s) 11 55 21 
OK,E 65 3 1 1 4 13 y 
OK,W 404 3 1 9 97 7 38 19 
UT 265 1 13 11 1 31 11 30 32 
WY 106 3 2 6 4 2 16 12 

11TH 5,699 20 177 44 3 450 127 723 460 
AL,N 326 1 10 8 1 38 13 61 29 
AL,M 247 1 4 1 60 2 23 16 
AL,S 228 11 3 10 8 42 34 
FL,N 284 3 9 5 1 16 11 46 46 
FL.M 782 7 51 8 . 31 23 165 92 
FL,S 1,382 1 52 7 1 31 32 205 114 
GA,N 787 6 29 7 92 25 108 93 
GA,M 1,494 1 5 1 95 7 45 22 
GA,S 369 6 4 77 6 28 14 
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Table D-3. Cases (Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) Special Offenses 
Forgery and Immigration Agricultural Postal 

Circuit and District Counterfeiting - Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other | Laws Acts Laws* Other 
OTH 165 2,241 1,066 156 456 2,052 208 46 330 
AK 1 24 50 2 19 4 15 . 6 
AZ 6 404 3 18 66 155 9 1 23 
CAN 15 80 41 10 26 82 1 6 57 
CAE 4 140 38 23 29 271 84 1 28 
CAC 73 153 4 21 41 110 3 18 40 
CAS 10 786 6 22 62 1,033 5 15 56 
HI 6 84 644 25 8 16 
ID 12 6 1 9 8 14 7 
MT 1 38 112 2 41 5 61 22 
NV 14 44 2 29 21 8 1 10 
OR 6 125 15 15 188 4 15 
WA,E 14 122 8 25 117 7 1 8 
WA,W 10 185 1,049 74 47 1 4 26 
GUAM ; 2 38 1 1 3 16 1 15 
NMI 3 6 . 2 1 
10TH 40 744 410 140 189 48 5 68 
co 10 136 15 11 15 37 3 4 12 
KS 6 98 7 17 14 11 
NM 3 330 254 1 42 99 9 14 
OK,N 11 32 2 11 1 5 
OK,E 20 1 1 2 
OK,W 5 51 132 5 12 6 3 16 
UT 4 55 1 6 25 30 6 8 

wy 1 22 1 1 7 2 27 
11TH 153 1,414 1,534 100 292 134 20 10 229 
AL,N 20 53 25 10 24 3 5 3 22 
ALM 4 53 46 9 8 . . 2 18 
ALS 6 88 . 8 15 . . . 3 
FL,N 2 63 29 28 14 . . 2 q 
FLM 49 241 7 5 43 27 4 1 28 
FL,S 48 653 . 24 46 56 5 1 106 
GA,N 16 125 102 12 103 42 3 1 23 
GAM 6 83 1,196 . 20 5 2 6 
GA,S 2 55 129 4 19 1 10 . 14 
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Table D-3. 


Criminal Defendants Commenced, by Offense and District (Excludes Transfers), 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


~ General Offenses 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezziement Fraud Firearms 

TOTAL 63,086 389 1,436 626 66 4,081 1,449 10,176 4,436 
pc 575 4 5 6 . 45 25 107 75 

18T 1,644 2 28 13 . 49 29 306 157 
ME 176 . 13 . 2 8 41 17 
MA 595 1 13 3 32 12 147 77 
NH 136 . 1 4 . . 32 5 
RI 169 1 . 1 3 7 25 10 
PR 768 1 5 12 2 61 48 

2ND 5,196 26 66 31 3 272 69 1,071 208 
CT 390 1 5 3 8 15 84 31 
NY,N 723 . 5 8 33 15 124 30 
NY,E 1,718 5 15 7 1 83 16 310 127 
NY,S 1,737 18 16 10 1 113 26 432 58 
NY,W 417 2 14 2 1 18 10 97 28 
vT 210 1 1 17 7 24 24 

3RD 3,467 27 98 42 4 280 75 762 263 
DE 130 1 5 3 20 7 29 10 
NJ 1,073 1 22 7 155 20 242 61 
PAE 994 12 30 12 1 58 22 239 91 
PA.M 399 . 23 10 31 4 97 44 
PA,W 403 5 16 1 14 22 111 33 
vl 458 8 2 9 3 2 44 24 

4TH 7,054 40 197 89 9 637 166 988 622 
MD 690 1 53 3 51 20 95 90 
NC,E 945 7 21 6 2 123 8 79 38 
NC,M 501 . 31 2 5 17 101 49 
NC,W 911 4 29 4 34 24 99 59 
sc 1,158 2 36 5 2 46 41 211 128 
VA,E 2,724 24 13 53 346 33 260 129 
VA,W 497 1 4 4 1 28 14 68 66 
WV,N 192 . 3 3 1 7 12 17 
WV,S 336 1 7 4 2 4 2 63 46 
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Table D-3. Defendants (Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) 


Special Offenses 


Forgery and Immigration Agricultural Postal 

Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws* Othe 
TOTAL 1,388 22,926 5,216 760 3,328 4,471 §30 214 2,475 

oc 59 199 6 3 15 6 . 2 18 
18T 30 633 5 12 122 130 14 3 111 

ME : 80 . . 5 4 . 1 5 
MA 1 187 5 4 50 21 5 1 26 
NH 6 72 1 7 . 8 
RI 2 69 2 27 10 5 7 
PR 11 425 5 33 95 4 1 65 
2ND 145 2,065 77 56 409 265 8 43 281 

CT 5 159 . 3 41 3 3 2 27 
NY,N 5 258 75 6 23 108 5 1 27 
NY,E 45 819 . - 150 43 13 84 
NY,S 70 576 2 44 177 57 26 111 
NY,W 8 152 1 13 45 . 26 
VT 12 101 2 5 9 1 6 
3RD 109 949 13 46 247 343 11 22 167 

DE 14 26 . . 6 5 1 3 
NJ 65 305 3 9 95 13 1 2 72 
PA,E 16 347 5 8 81 19 6 14 33 
PA,M 7 88 3 18 34 5 1 3 31 
PA,W 6 135 . Q 28 . . 3 20 
V7 1 48 2 1 3 301 2 8 
4TH 162 3,129 1,057 83 362 56 61 5 291 

MD 14 209 79 3 23 15 6 1 27 
NC,E 13 378 193 11 15 2 1 48 
NC,M 22 224 . 3 16 . 20 . 11 
NC,W 21 545 3 9 50 1 6 1 16 
Sc 38 515 15 15 61 . 7 1 35 
VA,E 49 701 762 26 171 38 y . 110 
VA,W 2 262 5 5 g 8 1 19 
WV,N . 134 . 5 6 : 1 . 3 
WV,S 3 161 . 6 11 3 1 22 
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Table D-3. Defendants (Continued) 


General Offenses 


Circuit and District Total Burglary | Larceny | Embezzlement Fraud 
7,561 10 341 103 1,479 
LA,E 492 . 31 € 75 
LA,M 109 1 6 43 
LA,W 313 2 61 10 55 
MS,N 152 2 5 3 32 
MS,S 266 2 20 3 49 
TX,N 1,294 6 2 69 25 376 
TX,E 588 6 3 19 12 93 
TX,S 2,279 6 . 44 15 314 
TX,W 2,068 4 1 91 23 433 
5,114 15 468 185 1,021 
KY,E 427 1 9 14 
KY,W 656 . 257 19 
Mi,E 1,073 10 31 34 
MI,W 441 1 17 16 
OH,N 721 . 31 49 
OH,S 551 . 66 18 
TN,E 483 1 33 13 
TN,M 164 13 4 
TN,W 598 2 11 18 
2,621 4 190 111 
IL,N 902 4 89 39 
IL,C 312 . 8 9 
IL,S 406 . 13 9 
IN,N 278 . 19 19 
IN,S 324 . 30 14 
Wie 271 . 24 6 
wi,w 128 . 7 15 
3,411 22 197 97 
AR,E 356 3 29 13 
AR,W 143 . 7 2 
1A,N 218 . 5 2 
|A,S 247 . 6 8 
MN 393 6 11 15 
MO,E 637 . 43 21 
MO,W 58 . 48 18 
NE 212 1 21 5 
ND 226 . 9 7 
SD 331 12 18 6 
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Table D-3. Defendants (Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) ~ Special Offenses 
Forgery and immigration Agricultural Postal 
Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws* Other 

6TH 136 3,208 a4 130 277 620 18 13 200 
LAE 8 232 1 3 22 15 3 2 46 
LA.M 5 37 . 3 2 4 
LA,wW 10 98 7 7 3 1 2 21 
MS,N 10 38 4 11 1 1 7 
MS,S "1 97 1 27 5 2 13 
TX,N 39 394 4 18 77 90 58 
TX, 4 292 7 39 6 6 28 
TX,S 31 1,193 5 65 47 402 1 4 58 
1X,w 15 907 33 25 44 308 4 2 55 

6TH 116 1,979 43 62 288 46 1 14 212 
KY.E 5 215 12 16 4 . 29 
KYW 6 83 32 6 87 1 2 1 41 
MILE 35 547 3 5 35 10 1 . 38 
MI.W 6 254 7 4% 15 16 . 5 10 
OH,N 28 213 a 42 5 5 22 
OH,S 6 185 3 2 18 . 1 26 
TNE a 202 1 3 41 3 2 . 22 
T™N.M 4 47 1 4 2 14 
TN,W 18 233 4 18 25 2 6 . 10 

7TH 46 681 49 18 186 50 15 46 122 
1L.N 19 198 . . 54 37 30 39 
iL, 1 133 17 2 13 10 36 
iL,s . 263 . 12 1 1 . 8 
IN,N 8 62 . 2 20 . 12 13 
IN.S 8 77 29 7 30 3 2 15 
WIE 2 69 2 24 2 6 2 7 
wi,w 8 49 3 5 3 4 4 

8TH 67 1,321 20 36 242 107 39 4 132 
AR,E 10 129 5 30 1 3 1 18 
AR,W 4 35 18 4 11 13 2 3 
1A,N . 107 . 19 8 1 12 
1A,S 4 140 1 7 3 . 12 
MN 11 154 7 28 7 10 8 
MO,E 10 234 1 6 26 3 17 1 40 
MO,W 21 244 29 8 1 2 16 
NE 2 178 2 13 17 8 
ND 3 45 2 14 16 2 a 
sD 2 55 1 9 65 31 3 6 


Table D-3. Defendants (Continued) 


General Offenses 

Weapons 
| and 

Circuit and District Total Homicide | Robbery | Assault | Burglary | Larceny Embezzlement Fraud Firearms 
OTH 14,170 119 396 121 4 803 363 1,630 671 
AK 223 . 6 5 26 3 29 13 
AZ 1,559 45 27 29 1 54 32 233 74 
CA,N 1,050 10 39 4 1 53 124 208 36 
CAE 1,175 36 5 2 60 23 162 81 
CA,C 1,690 13 93 13 : 125 45 476 122 
CA,S 2,832 4 48 16 66 17 188 52 
HI 1,100 27 12 2 125 "1 44 16 
ID 157 4 4 ) 6 29 10 
MT 570 13 4 18 1 45 4 37 62 
NV 588 3 32 2 18 5 254 45 
OR 751 9 56 3 43 35 68 65 
WA,E 402 2 5 3 1 3 9 14 63 
WA,W 1,845 9 21 6 134 45 69 30 
GUAM 204 7 1 1 1 46 4 27 "1 
NMI 24 2 1 
10TH 3,563 43 66 80 7 244 69 410 301 
co 642 2 18 y 23 17 103 57 
KS 438 6 5 4 49 4 50 73 
NM 1,227 22 18 34 6 15 10 38 60 
OK,N 245 . 7 15 1 83 26 
OK,E 90 4 . 1 1 4 17 10 
OK,W 434 5 1 10 103 10 44 20 
UT 344 1 14 15 1 34 1 57 4) 
wy 133 3 2 7 4 2 18 14 
11TH 8,631 \) 214 46 3 555 137 1,043 536 
AL,N 474 “e 14 4 1 46 13 71 35 
ALM 316 1 4 1 64 2 34 20 
AL,S 460 . 1 3 15 8 58 45 
FL,N 431 3 11 5 1 25 13 75 57 
FL.M 1,302 7 66 9 55 26 234 104 
FL,|S 2,347 1 60 9 1 53 33 320 130 
GA,N 1,033 12 31 7 112 28 162 101 
GA,M 1,613 1 8 1 97 7 55 29 
GA,S 555 1 a 4 88 7 34 15 
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Table D-3. Defendants (Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) 


Special Offenses 


Forgery and immigration Agricultural Postal 
Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws* Other 

9TH 238 3,883 1,056 160 629 2,232 253 47 460 
AK 1 37 50 2 21 4 19 . 7 
AZ 10 715 3 19 74 194 1 1 37 
CA,N 24 272 41 10 59 82 3 6 78 
CAE 4 303 38 23 34 276 87 1 50 
CA,C 106 346 4 22 58 193 6 18 50 
CA,S 14 1,121 6 22 120 1,062 7 16 73 
HI 10 131 644 . 38 13 . 27 
ID 1 34 6 2 1 8 26 10 
MT 2 118 112 2 53 ) 75 29 
NV 25 119 2 30 28 8 1 16 
OR 6 207 15 22 193 6 . 23 
WA,E 14 122 . 8 25 117 7 1 8 
WA,W 15 296 1,049 . 83 47 1 4 36 
GUAM 3 51 1 1 3 30 2 15 
NMI 3 1 4 2 1 

10TH 61 1,297 410 45 172 210 54 5 80 
co 17 293 15 1 18 37 3 4 15 
KS 12 163 7 8 29 15 . 13 
NM 6 566 254 1 45 116 1 . 15 
OK,N 16 58 2 18 2 1 6 
OK,E 38 . . 1 2 ; 2 
OK,W 58 132 5 14 6 3 . 18 
UT 79 1 7 29 30 10 10 
WY 42 1 1 8 2 27 1 

11TH 217 3,132 1,536 110 409 197 46 10 311 
AL,N 28 141 27 1 37 3 5 3 29 
ALM 5 98 46 9 8 2 22 
AL,S 10 269 . 8 27 . 6 
FL,.N 2 147 29 30 22 . . 2 9 
FL.M 67 571 7 5 77 28 5 1 40 
FL,S 74 1,276 . 25 89 112 10 1 153 
GA,N 22 260 102 14 104 46 3 1 28 
GA,M 7 170 1,196 4 22 6 2 8 
GA,S 2 200 129 4 23 2 21 16 


"OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NONMAILABLE MATERIAL, AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 


13 


Table D-4. 
Criminal Defendants Disposed of, by Type of Disposition and Offense, 
During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced 
Acquitted by Convicted by 
T 
Total Piea of Nolo 
Nature of Offense Defendants Total Dismissed’ Court Jury Total Gulity Contendere Court Jury 
TOTAL 64,980 8,207 7,112 482 613 46,773 42,603 300 467 3,203 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE 379 60 37 2 21 319 231 1 9 78 
MURDER—FIRST DEGREE 294 50 32 2 16 244 179 1 2 62 
MURDER—SECOND DEGREE 24 3 . . 3 21 10 : : 1 
MANSLAUGHTER 61 7 5 . 2 54 42 : 7 5 
ROBBERY 1,359 84 67 6 11 1,275 1,183 1 7 84 
BANK 1,262 67 53 4 10 1,195 1,117 1 6 71 
POSTAL 61 9 6 2 1 52 42 : : 10 
OTHER 36 H H . . 28 24 : 1 3 
ASSAULT 609 136 105 11 20 473 383 4 14 72 
BURGLARY 106 15 10 3 2 91 86 2 1 2 
BANK 23 1 1 : : 22 20 . . 2 
POSTAL 29 1 1 : : 28 27 1 : 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 22 5 : 3 2 17 17 
OTHER 32 M 4 . : 24 22 1 1 
LARCENY AND THEFT 3,426 687 638 30 19 2,739 2,549 40 41 109 
BANK 269 20 18 1 1 249 237 1 : 11 
POSTAL 362 29 29 : : 333 325 1 7 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 297 43 42 . 1 254 229 " . 25 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY 1,806 402 373 22 7 1,404 1,306 35 39 24 
TRANSPORT STOLEN PROP “68 58 50 5 8 310 269 1 40 
OTHER 324 135 126 7 2 189 183 2 2 2 
EMBEZZLEMENT 1,374 183 166 2 15 1,191 1,148 1 1 41 
BANK 654 84 80 1 3 570 557 ‘ : 13 
POSTAL 253 25 25 . : 228 225 : 1 2 
OTHER 467 74 61 1 12 393 366 1 . 26 
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& Table D-4, (Continued) 
Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced 
Acquitted by Convicted by 
Total Plea of Nolo 
Nature of Offense Defendants Total Dismissed’ Court Jury Tota! Guilty Contendere Court Jury 
FRAUD 9,198 942 805 45 92 8,256 7,801 23 18 414 
INCOME TAX 830 65 57 1 7 765 722 3 1 39 
LENDING INSTITUTION 1,501 120 98 6 16 1,381 1,336 4 3 38 
POSTAL 2,215 263 223 15 25 1,952 1,796 3 6 147 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 2 1 1 . . 1 . 1 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 39 7 7 . . 32 24 . 8 
SOCIAL SECURITY 196 29 27 1 1 167 162 1 4 
FALSE PERSONATION 29 3 3 . . 26 23 . 3 
NATIONALITY LAWS 78 5 4 . 1 73 69 4 
PASSPORT FRAUD 212 15 15 . . 197 193 . . 4 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATEMENTS 1,659 145 121 10 14 1,514 1,463 1 1 49 
OTHER 2,437 289 249 12 28 2,148 2,013 11 7 117 
AUTO THEFT 350 68 58 3 7 282 246 1 4 31 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 1,194 157 143 4 10 1,037 972 1 5 59 
TRANSPORT FORGED SECURITIES 31 12 12 . . 19 18 . . 1 
POSTAL FORGERY 16 3 3 . . 13 12 . . 1 
OTHER FORGERY 315 44 42 . 2 271 255 . . 3 13 
COUNTERFEITING 832 98 86 4 8 734 687 1 2 44 
SEX OFFENSES 356 49 36 2 11 307 269 4 1 33 
SEXUAL ABUSE 237 35 23 2 10 202 173 1 1 27 
OTHER 119 14 13 - 1 105 96 3 : 6 
DRUG LAWS 18,502 2,641 2,358 52 231 15,861 14,330 15 56 1,460 
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Table D-4. (Continued) 
Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced 
Acquitted by Convicted by 
Total Pilea of Nolo 
Nature of Offense Defendants Total Dismissed’ Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere Court Jury 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES 11,205 2,407 2,007 284 116 8,798 7,718 190 243 647 
BRIBERY 284 25 17 2 6 259 229 . 1 29 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC 4,851 1,422 1,184 233 5 3,429 3,080 152 187 10 
ESCAPE 653 114 105 2 4 542 513 . 3 26 
EXTORT., RACKETS., THREATS 940 123 98 9 16 817 723 2 4 88 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY 113 11 11 . - 102 96 1 - 5 
KIDNAPPING 82 7 7 . . 75 53 . 3 19 
PERJURY 107 21 14 . 7 86 71 1 1 13 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 3,774 585 486 21 78 3,189 2,703 5 28 453 
OTHER 401 102 85 17 : 299 250 29 16 4 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 3,877 229 219 1 9 3,648 3,599 1 7 41 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE 1 1 1 . - - : : - - 
FEDERAL STATUTES 3,044 548 462 37 49 2,496 2,288 16 60 132 
AGRI/CONSERV. ACTS 419 97 82 14 1 322 298 2 13 9 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 50 4 . 1 8 41 38 1 2 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 69 5 4 - 1 64 61 1 . 2 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS 43 18 16 2 . 25 20 1 4 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT 15 1 1 - . 14 13 . . 1 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS : . : - - . : - - - 
CIVIL RIGHTS 91 25 15 . 10 66 57 . - 4 
CONTEMPT 50 11 11 - - 39 32 : 6 1 
CUSTOMS LAWS 130 21 20 1 - 109 108 : - 1 
POSTAL LAWS 221 17 16 . 1 204 200 . . 4 
OTHER 1,956 344 297 19 28 1,612 1,461 11 37 103 
NOTE: DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN TWO OR MORE CASES THAT WERE TERMINATED DURING THIS YEAR ARE REPORTED ONLY ONCE; THEREFORE, THIS TABLE'S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF 
ARE LESS THAN THE FIGURES IN TABLES D AND D-1 FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS TERMINATED. THIS TABLE'S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS EXCLUDE 829 TRANSFERS AND 1,466 TERMINATIONS FOR DEFENDANTS 
CHARGED IN MORE THAN ONE CASE DURING THIS YEAR. 
* THIS COLUMN INCLUDES DEFENDANTS WHO WERE COMMITTED PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. 2902 OF THE NARCOTIC ADDICT REHABILITATION ACT. 
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Table D-5. 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Sentenced After Conviction, by Offense, 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


a Type of Sentence 
re Other Sentences 
Reguiar Sentences to Imprisonment’ to Imprisonment Probation 
6 7 13 36 More 6 7 13 36 
Total Total Months to to to Than Average Months to to Months Average 
Defendants |impris- or 12 35 60 60 Sentence or 12 35 or Sentence Fine 
Nature of Offense Sentenced | oned Less Months Months Months Months in Months? |Life Death Other’ |/Total Less Months Months More in Months‘ | Other’ | Only 
TOTAL 46,773 32,439 4,675 3,131 8,226 5,807 9,273 66.4 209 «—«5§ 1,113 | 11,469 693 2,274 2,130 6,291 32.5 171 2,875 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE 319 208 10 9 24 57 174 145.9 21 3] 20 : 2 2 15 «= 87.8 - 1 
FIRST DEGREE 244 230 5 3 1 42 148 156.3 19 2 13 3 10 3113.8 1 
SECOND DEGREE 21 21 - 2 16 237.4 2 1 ° 
MANSLAUGHTER 54 47 5 6 11 15 10 64.4 7 2 5 39.4 
ROBBERY 1,275 Tae 27 181 331 634 94.7 - 4| 7 2 2 11 61 39.2 1 - 
BANK 1,195 1,122 24 19 170 304 602 95.7 3 73 2 2 10 58 39.3 1 
POSTAL 52 52 2 4 20 25 93.8 . 1 : 
OTHER 28 24 1 2 7 7 7 48.5 x. 4 1 3 368 
ASSAULT 473 314 64 42 81 72 49 449 1 - §| 133 16 2i 43 52 27.1 2 26 
BURGLARY 91 78 3 12 37 16 4 31.5 ne 1 12 1 - 1 10 50.1 ° 1 
BANK 22 22 2 9 10 1 40.0 ° : : 
POSTAL 28 26 3 1 18 2 2 32.8 2 - : 2 36.0 
INTERSTATE 6 : 1 5 60.0 1 
SHIPMENTS 17 10 3 3 1 2 1 33.9 4 1 3 42.3 
OTHER 24 20 1 8 9 1 18.8 1 
LARCENY AND THEFT 2,739 1,011 317 232 260 97 70 24.5 1 - 341,535 175 378 268 702 28.4 12 193 
BANK 249 75 16 19 15 8 16 40.4 1 173 3 19 33 118 36.1 1 
POSTAL 333 180 72 48 48 7 4 15.0 1] 153 6 3 39 103 36.0 2 
INTERSTATE 
SHIPMENTS 254 176 28 31 56 32 23 38.0 6 77 1 8 64 40.7 4 1 
OTHER U.S. 
PROPERTY 1,404 302 s«4155 71 42 12 4 10.5 18| 949 157 324 146 ©6316 24.2 6 153 
TRANSPORT. ETC, 
STOLEN PROP. 310 223 29 41 91 36 23 37.4 3 87 13 74 41.7 
OTHER 189 55 17 22 8 2 11.2 6 96 9 31 29 27 23.0 38 
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Table D-5. (Continued) 
“Type of Sentence 
Other Sentences 
_Regular Sentences to Imprisonment’ to imprisonment Probation 
6 7 13 36 More 6 7 13 36 
Total Total Months to to to Than Average Months to to Months Average 
ts| imprise- oF 12 36 60 60 Sentence or 12 35 or Sentence Fine 
Nature of Offense Sentenced| oned Less Months Months Months Months in Months’| Life Death Other’| Total Less Months Months More in Months‘ | Other’ | Only 
EMBEZZLEMENT 1,101 611 265 99 119 31 21 15.3 . . 76 | S75 16 61 140 341 33.6 17 5 
BANK 570 335 188 48 52 15 6 12.1 . 66 | 233 6 32 57 124 305 14 2 
POSTAL 228 61 38 10 10 : ; 79 4 3| 167 6 16 53 91 ©6328 1 
OTHER 393 215 69 41 57 16 15 22.1 . - 17 | 175 4 13 30 126 04«=— 39.2 3 
FRAUD 6,266 4,561 1,367 896 1,463 464 77 27.5 . 4 230 ,568 81 272 636 2,520 38.7 59 107 
INCOME TAX 765 266 90 60 84 20 6 16.3 7 6| 494 »3=12 43 122 313 35.0 4 5 
LENDING 
INSTITUTION 1,981 974 204 193 311 82 30 25.6 » « 63 | 403 5 24 58 300 397 16 4 
POSTAL 1,952 1,186 225 236 468 175 61 28.2 . 21| 758 15 30 98 46 612—s« 433.1 3 a 
VETERANS AND 
ALLOTMENTS 1 . . ; . ; ; ; . ; . 1 ; : . 1 48.0 
SECURITIES AND 
EXCHANGE 32 18 1 1 9 6 1 32.2 . -| 12 3 , 4 5 233 . 2 
SOCIAL SECURITY 167 94 44 16 21 6 3 16.2 . * 4| 72 2 4 20 46 ©=- 36.1 . i 
FALSE 
PERSONATION 26 14 2 2 8 1 1 22.1 C4 -| on 2 1 4 4 258 : ’ 
NATIONALITY LAWS 73 57 35 10 ? 2 8.2 “i 3/ 16 :, 2 1 10 33.0 3 
PASSPORT FRAUD 197 121 "1 16 5 4 3 54.8 » § 21| 76 10 22 380s 28.3 6 
FALSE CLAIMS & 
STATEMENTS 1,514 701 348116 120 27 6 32.1 - 2 62| 771 19 77 124 «= 836: 39.8 15 42 
tees 2148 | 1,150 247 246 420 141 66 276 oR 30] 954 23 81 183 «655 (97.1 12 44 
AUTO THEFT 282 240 17 16 68 29 —Ss«#101 117.1 ie 4) 42 : 4 1 37 «426 . - 
FORGERY AND 
COUNTERFEITING 1,037 558 141 146 194 4B 21 19.3 - - 18 | 471 7 43 119 296 33.9 6 e 
TRANS. FORGED 
SECURITIES 19 13 1 4 4 4 ‘ 27.6 pm 6 : 1 1 4 300 
POSTAL FORGERY 13 4 1 3 , , 20.0 . : 9 : 3 2 4 280 
OTHER FORGERY 271 108 33 27 36 6 1 14.7 _— 5| 158 3 21 44 88 032.4 2 5 
COUNTERFEITING 734 433 107 114 151 28 20 20.2 . * 13 | 298 4 18 72 200 350 4 3 
SEX OFFENSES 307 16 20 85 42 89 75.9 - . 1; 581 1 6 37 38.2 - 3 
OCXUAL ABUSE 202 173 12 15 49 26 70 84.1 1| 29 : 1 5 23 «43.8 
~~ OTHER 105 80 4 5 36 16 19 58.3 22 1 5 2 14 30.8 3 
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Table D-5. (Continued) 
ype of Sentence 
Other Sentences 
Regular Sentences to Imprisonment’ to Imprisonment Probation 
6 7 13 % More 6 7 13 36 
Total Total Months to to to Than Average Months to to Months Average 
Defendants| impris- or 12 35 60 60 Sentence or 12 35 or Sentence Fine 
Nature of Offense Sentenced | oned Less Months Months Months Months in Months’! Life Death Other’ | Total Less Months Months More in Months’ | Other’ | Only 
ORUG LAWS 16,061 14,167 807 700 2,716 3,311 6,101 68.7 160 . 273 |1,636 65 322 218 972 33.6 38 69 
MISCELLANEOUS 
GENERAL OFFENSES; 6,798 4,70) $21 377 1,168 o18§=—s«1.,668 60.8 24 1 233 |1,621 136 621 319 535 23.1 10 2,106 
BRIBERY 259 136 35 29 36 17 10 26.0 . . 9 | 122 3 9 30 79 35.3 1 1 
DRUNK DRIVING 
AND TRAFFIC 3,429 4ii 188 30 15 5 15 14.4 . 158 | 948 88 681 115 61 14.5 3 2,070 
ESCAPE 542 489 113 114 201 42 12 21.5 . : 7 53 2 12 7 32 31.9 . . 
EXTORTION, 
RACKETEERING, 
AND THREATS 817 603 40 48 156 189 151 90.5 2 .& 139 | 212 A 19 61 127 37.2 1 2 
GAMBLING AND 
LOTTERY 102 41 6 18 7 6 4 28.3 ae. : 61 1 14 19 27 30.0 
KIONAPPING 75 75 1 1 12 12 40 232.1 8 . 1 ; : ; : . . 
PERJURY 86 58 13 10 16 14 5 30.6 . . . 28 . . 10 18 36.9 
WEAPONS AND 
FIREARMS 3,189 2,912 100 121 700 626 1,318 96 6 1 ; 36 | 256 14 22 56 160 33.9 4 21 
OTHER 299 66 25 6 15 M 3 22.2 9 | 141 24 64 21 31 20.4 1 92 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 3,648 3,329 889 298 1,542 285 155 21.6 . . 160 | 305 4 44 71 171 33.0 15 14 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL 
REVENUE 
FPEDERAI. STATUTES 2,496 1,020 235 164 308 116 119 37.1 7 . 71 11,214 70 298 293 §42 28.9 "1 262 
AGRI/CONSERV. 
ACTS 322 58 26 7 6 3 4 18.9 c.g 12/199 16 90 48 43 = 20.1 2 65 
ANTITRUST 
VIOLATIONS 41 14 3 5 2 : : 10.6 _ 4/ 10 : ; 2 H 38.4 : 17 
FOOD AND DRUG 
ACT 64 14 3 1 5 2 2 40.2 . : 1 45 . 16 21 32.8 . 5 
MIGRATORY 
BIRD LAWS 25 ; : : . . . . . . . 15 . 12 2 1 16.5 . 10 
MOTOR CARRIER 
ACT 14 3 . 1 . - : 12.0 - . 2 11 . . 2 9 44.7 
NATIONAL 
DEFENSE LAWS ' 
CIVIL RIGHTS 66 50 4 10 15 « 11 51.0 2 15 2 : 3 9 30.3 1 1 
CONTEMPT 39 23 6 6 5 1 4 34.0 . : 1 10 2 2 4 2 22.8 . 6 


Table D-5. (Continued) 


Other Sentences 
Regular Sentences io Imprisonment to Imprisonment Probation 
6 7 13 36 More 6 7 13 36 
Total Total Months to to to Than Average Months to to Months Average 

Defendants |impris- or 12 35 60 60 Sentence or 12 35 or Sentence Fine 
Nature of Offense Sentenced | oned Less Months Months Months Months in Months’ |Life Death Other’ | Total Less Months Months More in Months‘ | Other’ | Only 
CUSTOMS LAWS 109 50 12 10 19 5 1 18.6 et ll 3 54 2 11 1 30 31.9 . 5 
POSTAL LAWS 204 37 21 6 3 . 1 9.9 > s 4| 157 4 34 51 62 28.0 1 10 
_OTHER 1,612 771 160 118 253 97 96 40.2 9 - 44 | 698 39 141 154 357 31.1 7 143 


NOTE: THIS TABLE'S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED EXCLUDE 829 TRANSFERS AND 1,466 TERMINATIONS FOR DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN MORE THAN ONE CASE 
DURING THIS YEAR. 


‘INCLUDES SENTENCES OF AT LEAST ONE MONTH, WHICH MAY BE FOLLOWED BY TERMS OF PROBATION (MIXED SENTENCES). 

*EXCLUDES LIFE SENTENCES, DEATH SENTENCES, AND OTHER (SEE FOOTNOTE 3). 

‘INCLUDES DEPORTATION, SUSPENDED SENTENCES, SEALED SENTENCES, IMPRISONMENT OF FOUR DAYS OR LESS, AND NO SENTENCE. 
‘EXCLUDES OTHER (SEE FOOTNOTE 5). 

‘INCLUDES SUPERVISED RELEASE, PROBATION OF FOUR DAYS OR LESS, SUSPENDED SENTENCES, SEALED SENTENCES, AND NO SENTENCE. 
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Table D-6. 

U.S. District Courts—Median Time Intervals From Filing to Disposition 
of Criminal Defendants Disposed of, by District, 

During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Total Dismissed Plea of Guilty Court Trial Jury Trial 
Median’ Median’ Median’ Median’ Median‘ 

Circuit and District Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) 

TOTAL 54,980 5.7 7,112 6.5 43,103 5.4 949 1.6 3,816 0.6 
DC 570 6.4 56 4.9 438 5.7 2 . 74 10.7 

18T 1,539 7.9 186 9.2 1,216 7.4 15 12.1 123 11.3 
ME 167 5.8 19 5.0 130 5.5 2 . 16 7.4 
MA 519 11.8 28 8.7 434 11.2 10 12.1 47 13.7 
NH 138 11.9 15 11.9 114 12.0 1 . 8 . 
Ri 128 6.4 3 . 103 5.5 2 . 20 10.9 
PR 587 6.6 121 9.5 434 6.0 32 7.9 

2ND 4,008 8.9 299 11.9 3,641 6.2 20 8.6 238 16.9 
CT 294 7.5 54 7.6 216 6.2 . 24 12.1 
NY,N 576 4.2 36 7.4 498 3.4 1 41 11.9 
NY,E 1,473 10.2 89 18.1 1,310 9.6 8 66 18.4 
NY,S 1,180 10.4 93 143 998 9.1 4 80 18.8 
NY,W 449 8.3 22 19.9 405 7.1 1 21 18.6 
VT 126 9.6 5 - 114 9.6 1 6 . 

3RD 3,182 5.9 421 5.1 2,509 §.7 12 4.8 240 9.8 
DE 102 4.7 17 2.2 75 4.8 2 . 8 . 
NJ 900 6.6 165 4.5 673 6.4 4 56 14.1 
PA.E 897 7.2 59 14.4 722 6.5 3 - 113 9.1 
PAM 378 6.4 33 9.1 325 6.1 2 18 12.3 
PA,W 407 6.2 61 4.1 317 6.8 1 28 8.2 
vi 498 1.8 86 5.5 397 1.1 15 7.5 

4TH 7,011 4.9 1,062 3.4 5,192 4.9 246 4 511 7.4 
MD 666 6.1 138 7.5 473 5.4 4 . 51 10.1 
NC.E 1,002 4.6 76 4.4 834 4.4 20 2.8 72 8.3 
NC,M 436 5.7 67 12.0 307 5.0 2 . 60 6.6 
NC,W 783 10.0 103 32.5 639 9.6 7 34 14.3 
sc 991 6.4 175 5.0 760 6.4 2 7.3 
VA,E 2,312 2.3 410 4 1,558 2.6 195 ‘1 149 5.5 
VA,W 380 7.3 45 4.7 273 7.1 11 8.7 51 8.2 
WV,N 187 8.8 22 12.8 139 8.5 . . 26 10.7 
WV,S 254 5.5 26 5.7 209 5.4 5 . 14 13.4 
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Table D-6. (Continued) 
Total Dismissed Plea of Guilty Court Trial Jury Trial 
Median’ Median’ Median‘ Median‘ Median’ 

Circuit and District Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) 

5TH 6,965 5.4 776 6.4 5,660 5.1 74 5.7 465 6.0 
LA.E 455 6.3 23 5.0 402 6.2 4 26 7.9 
LA,M 82 3.7 10 4.2 67 3.4 - 5 . 
LA,W 297 5.9 43 6.2 219 5.4 8 27 7.8 
MS,N 181 7.3 4 . 141 7.3 4 32 7.2 
MS,S 286 6.3 56 8.9 202 5.9 1 . 27 5.6 
TX,N 1,143 5.7 124 11.9 931 5.3 16 5.6 72 8.0 
TX,E 532 6.9 83 7.6 396 6.6 6 : 47 8.7 
TX,S 1,941 5.0 243 6.9 1,583 4.8 11 4.8 104 7.5 
TX,W 2,048 4.6 190 4.2 1,709 4.5 24 6.0 125 10.2 

6TH 4,598 6.6 558 6.1 3,603 6.3 92 4.2 345 10.7 
KY,E 377 5.6 46 6.3 304 5.6 2 25 5.9 
KYW 529 4.0 85 2.3 362 4.0 65 4.1 17 21.6 
MIE 971 9.5 117 12.7 786 8.7 2 66 11.4 
MI,W 389 6.3 48 8.1 291 5.9 3 47 7.9 
OH,N 705 5.9 37 7.6 629 5.6 8 31 8.9 
OH,S 424 5.8 33 5.7 363 5.6 2 26 12.1 
TNE 517 8.1 100 12.4 349 6.8 4 64 12.7 
TN.M 203 7.7 27 10.3 157 7.0 2 17 13.0 
T™N,.W 483 7.9 65 7.9 362 7.5 4 52 14.5 

7TH 2,244 7.0 218 9.4 1,771 6.5 24 9.2 231 11.41 
IL,N 852 9.8 49 21.0 694 8.6 10 15.0 99 15.1 
IL,C 240 6.5 27 7.3 192 6.2 2 . 19 9.8 
iL,S 305 6.3 12 5.2 256 6.1 1 36 9.2 
IN,N 204 10.9 25 14.8 160 10.7 - 19 13.2 
INS 271 6.4 67 8.7 183 5.3 2 19 13.7 
WIE 257 5.0 32 5.7 189 4.7 9 27 6.4 
WI,W 115 4.7 6 97 4.5 12 5.8 

8TH 2,868 6.3 282 5.4 2,313 6.1 24 4.2 249 8.8 
AR,E 323 6.9 57 5.1 226 6.8 4 - 36 8.2 
AR,W 152 4.5 17 4.4 118 4.3 3 14 6.8 
1A,N 130 7.2 12 8.9 104 6.9 - 14 11.5 
1A,S 156 5.8 14 3.5 131 5.8 : 11 6.0 
MN 437 7.5 25 7.5 349 7.0 1 62 9.3 
MO,E 496 6.3 64 5.5 388 6.2 4 40 8.1 
MO,W 446 7.5 30 9.3 388 7.3 3 25 9.1 
NE 228 6.8 28 6.1 191 7.2 2 7 - 
ND 210 4.7 6 184 4.7 3 17 5.2 
SD 290 5.4 29 5.2 234 5.4 4 23 8.3 
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Table D-6. (Continued) 


Total Dismissed Plea of Guilty Court Trial Jury Trial 
Median’ Median’ Median‘ Median‘ Median‘ 

Circuit and District Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) 

9TH 11,797 4.8 2,032 7.8 9,265 4.5 69 3.1 431 11,7 
AK 225 4.5 70 2.7 139 4.8 1 15 9.1 
AZ 1,519 5.6 209 33.7 1,235 48 y 66 9.9 
CA,N 702 7.5 132 11.2 523 6.7 4 43 14.7 
CA,E 931 4.5 129 5.1 763 4.3 7 32 15.5 
CA,C 1,141 6.8 102 7.6 933 6.3 11 5.3 95 11.4 
CA,S 2,634 2.7 140 8.8 2,465 2.5 1 28 8.8 
HI 1,145 6.3 632 15.3 495 3.3 3 15 17.8 
iD 143 6.6 33 7.1 93 6.4 3 . 14 8.7 
MT 357 3.3 120 9 214 4.9 12 3.1 11 9.0 
NV 528 8.4 101 6.9 395 8.9 1 31 12.1 
OR 619 5.3 60 5.1 523 5.0 5 . 31 15.5 
WA,E 405 4.6 80 3.7 302 4.5 3 20 8.0 
WA,W 1,238 3.5 163 3.4 1,042 3.5 9 : 24 8.4 
GUAM 191 4.0 56 2.4 129 4.4 6 
NMI 19 5.0 5 14 5.0 . 

10TH 2,828 5.4 498 3.7 2,153 §.5 23 5.8 154 8.5 
co 281 4.9 14 12.9 257 4.8 - 10 7.3 
KS 444 6.7 72 3.9 321 6.8 4 47 8.5 
NM 998 5.6 200 4.4 763 5.7 8 - 27 8.4 
OK,N 224 5.9 24 4.6 171 5.9 2 27 7.5 
OK,E 65 4.5 11 3.6 49 4.5 2 3 : 
OK,W 365 2.2 110 6 242 2.9 1 12 6.2 
UT 310 7.7 59 11.6 232 6.9 3 : 16 11.5 
WY 141 6.5 8 - 118 6.1 3 - 12 10.8 

11TH 7,260 §.1 724 8.1 5,453 4.8 348 1 755 6.9 
AL,N 358 2.6 54 1.9 271 2.3 5 28 4.7 
AL,M 300 5.4 70 7.3 173 4.8 4 53 9.0 
AL,S 317 6.2 42 28.5 232 5.7 4 - 39 6.6 
FL,N 423 6.3 23 16.1 316 6.2 2 . 82 6.5 
FL,M 1,055 6.3 90 8.9 799 5.9 19 5.6 147 9.2 
FL,S 1,806 7.7 170 12.6 1,339 6.9 17 6.4 280 11.0 
GA,N 974 4.8 113 5.4 754 4.4 29 ‘1 78 10.3 
GA,M 1,625 ‘1 78 7.8 1,252 A 266 A 29 10.6 
GA,S 422 4.4 84 48 317 4.1 2 : 19 8.7 


NOTE: DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN TWO OR MORE CASES THAT WERE TERMINATED DURING THIS YEAR ARE REPORTED ONLY ONCE; THEREFORE, THIS TABLE'S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF 
ARE LESS THAN THE FIGURES IN TABLES D AND D-1 FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS TERMINATED. THIS TABLE'S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS EXCLUDE 829 TRANSFERS AND 1,466 TERMINATIONS FOR 
DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN MORE THAN ONE CASE DURING THIS YEAR. 
* MEDIANS COMPUTED ONLY FOR 10 OR MORE DEFENDANTS. 
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Table D-7. 
U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Disposed of, by Type of Disposition and District, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced Type of Sentence 
Acquitted by Convicted by 
Circuit 
and Total Plea of Nolo Fine 
District Defendants Total Dismissed Court Jury Tota! Guilty “antendere | Court Jury Only Imprisonment 
TOTAL 54,980 8,207 7,112 482 612 46,773 42,803 300 467 3,203 2,875 32,439 
DC 570 65 56 . 9 505 438 - 2 65 1 320 
1ST 1,539 220 186 9 25 1,319 1,209 6 6 98 21 1,030 
ME 167 21 19 . 2 146 128 2 2 14 2 128 
MA 519 47 28 7 12 472 431 3 3 35 7 362 
NH 138 18 15 1 2 120 114 . . 6 . 87 
RI 128 8 3 1 4 120 103 . 1 16 8 102 
PR 587 126 121 . 5 461 433 1 . 27 4 351 
2ND 4,098 352 299 12 41 3,746 3,536 5 8 197 86 2,458 
CT 294 56 54 2 238 215 1 22 2 155 
NY,N 576 43 36 7 533 497 1 1 34 56 349 
NY,E 1,473 111 89 2 20 1,362 1,307 3 6 46 10 943 
NY,S 1,180 108 93 s) 6 1,072 998 . . 74 6 655 
NY,W 449 26 22 423 405 1 17 9 261 
VT 126 8 5 1 118 114 4 3 95 
3RD 3,182 464 421 6 37 2,718 2,505 4 6 203 27 1,919 
DE 102 18 17 1 84 75 1 8 y 58 
NJ 900 178 165 3 10 722 673 1 48 10 450 
PAE 897 76 59 1 16 821 721 1 2 97 1 538 
PAM 378 34 33 - 1 344 325 2 17 4 254 
PA,W 407 65 61 1 3 342 314 3 . 25 2 229 
vi 498 93 86 . 7 405 397 . . 8 1 390 


N 
o Table D-7. (Continued) 
Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced Type of Sentence 
Acquitted by Convicted by 
Cireult 
and Total Plea of Nolo Fine 
District Detendants Total Dismissed Court Jury Total Guilty |Contendere | Court | Jury Only | imprisonment 

4TH 7,011 1,206 1,062 81 62 5,806 5,170 13 165 449 565 3,640 
MD 666 148 138 1 9 518 472 1 3 42 21 364 
NCE 1,002 89 76 4 4 913 834 12 67 209 444 
NC.M 436 73 67 { 5 363 307 55 2 316 
NC,W 783 112 103 3 6 671 639 28 31 471 
sc 991 187 175 12 804 756 42 6 605 
VA.E 2,312 491 410 64 17 1,821 1,553 5 131 132 296 866 
VA.W 380 54 45 4 5 326 273 :, 7 46 , 260 
WV,N 187 25 22 :, 3 162 138 { : 23 :, 142 
WV,S 254 26 26 :, : 228 207 2 5 14 , 172 

5TH 6,965 891 776 36 79 6,074 5,649 1 38 386 49 4,690 
LAE 455 31 23 2 6 424 402 2 20 2 338 
LAM 82 10 10 : 72 67 5 : 47 
LA,W 297 51 43 3 5 246 219 5 22 15 149 
MS,N 181 12 4 2 169 141 2 26 122 
MS,S 286 62 56 ; 6 224 202 1 21 2 173 
TX,N 1,143 148 124 7 17 995 931 9 55 a 748 
TE 532 89 83 5 1 443 395 { 1 46 2 389 
Tx,S 1,941 272 243 4 21 1,669 1,583 3 83 5 1,311 
TX,W 2,048 216 190 9 17 1,832 1,709 15 108 15 1,413 

6TH 4,598 670 558 48 64 3,928 3,504 ® 44 261 72 2,821 
KY.E 377 59 46 2 11 318 304 14 1 256 
KY,.W 529 115 85 30 414 361 1 35 17 47 133 
MLE. 971 130 117 { 12 841 786 : 1 54 8 666 
MI.W 389 62 48 2 12 327 290 1 35 4 281 
OH,N 705 43 37 3 3 662 628 { 6 28 1 498 
OH,S 424 41 33 2 383 361 2 20 8 227 
TNE 517 114 100 2 12 403 345 4 2 52 3 296 
TN.M 203 30 27 2 1 173 157 16 130 
TN.W 483 76 65 4 7 407 362 45 334 
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Table D-7. (Continued) 


Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced Type of Sentence 
Acquitted by Convicted by 
Circuit 
and Total Plea of Nolo Fine 
District Detendants Total Dismissed Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere | Court Jury Only imprisonment 

7TH 2,244 244 218 3 23 2,000 1,765 16 21 208 31 1,490 
1L,N 852 54 49 5 798 694 10 94 6 546 
IL,C 240 29 27 1 1 211 192 1 18 169 
iL,S 305 19 12 1 6 286 255 1 30 2 250 
IN,N 204 29 25 4 175 159 1 15 1 112 
IN,S 271 71 67 1 3 200 183 1 16 13 157 
WIE 257 35 32 3 222 175 14 9 24 1 161 
Wwi,Ww 115 7 6 1 108 97 11 1 95 

6TH 2,068 327 282 36 2,541 2,303 10 15 213 29 1,894 
AR,E 323 70 57 2 11 253 226 25 1 202 
AR,W 152 18 17 1 134 117 1 13 2 81 
1A,N 130 14 12 2 116 103 1 12 96 
1A,S 156 16 14 2 140 130 1 9 122 
MN 437 27 25 2 410 347 2 1 60 1 337 
MO,E 496 68 64 4 428 387 1 4 36 15 327 
MO,W 446 34 30 3 1 412 385 3 24 1 277 
NE 228 30 28 1 1 198 191 . 1 6 3 154 
ND 210 13 6 1 6 197 184 . 2 11 5 119 
SD 290 37 29 2 6 253 233 1 2 17 1 179 

9TH 11,797 2,118 2,032 34 §2 9,679 9,260 16 35 379 863 6,822 
AK 225 70 70 . - 155 139 1 15 23 91 
AZ 1,519 228 209 4 15 1,291 1,235 5 51 16 978 
CA,N 702 141 132 1 8 561 523 3 35 15 306 
CA,E 931 133 129 1 3 798 759 4 6 29 30 595 
CA,C 1,141 113 102 3 8 1,028 931 2 8 87 16 751 
CA,S 2,634 143 140 1 2 2,491 2,465 . . 26 9 2,122 
HI 1,145 637 632 3 2 508 493 2 . 13 259 171 
iD 143 33 33 - - 110 92 1 3 14 1 79 
MT 357 133 120 12 1 224 213 1 - 10 30 113 
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Table D-7. (Continued) 


Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced Type of Sentence 
Acquitted by Convicted by 
Circuit 
and Total Plea of Nolo Fine 
District Defendants Total Dismissed Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere | Court Jury Only imprisonment 

NV 528 105 101 4 423 393 2 1 27 . 323 
OR 619 65 60 2 3 554 522 3 28 . 485 
WA,E 405 84 80 1 3 321 302 2 17 2 277 
WA,W 1,238 170 163 6 1 1,068 1,041 1 3 23 459 461 
GUAM 191 58 56 . 2 133 129 . . 4 3 61 
NMI 19 5 5 . . 14 13 1 . . . 9 

10TH 2,828 543 498 8 37 2,285 2,144 9 15 117 165 1,544 
co 281 17 14 . 3 264 257 . . 7 1 186 
KS 444 82 72 1 y 362 317 4 3 38 6 263 
NM 998 213 200 2 1 785 760 3 6 16 70 567 
OK,N 224 30 24 2 4 194 171 - - 23 - 126 
OK,E 65 13 1 1 1 52 49 1 2 36 
OK,W 365 113 110 : 3 252 242 1 s) 76 142 
UT 310 65 59 1 5 245 230 2 2 11 4 141 
wy 141 10 8 1 1 131 118 2 11 3 83 

11TH 7,280 1,108 724 236 148 6,172 5,241 212 112 607 966 3,611 
AL,N 358 64 54 3 7 294 271 . 2 21 6 173 
AL.M 300 82 70 1 11 218 172 1 42 7 137 
AL,S 317 42 42 . . 275 231 1 4 39 213 
FL.N 423 30 23 2 5 393 315 1 . 77 4 329 
FL,M 1,055 122 90 12 20 933 798 1 7 127 8 737 
FL,S 1,806 259 170 10 79 1,547 1,338 1 7 201 3 1,289 
GA,N 974 142 113 12 17 832 699 55 17 61 110 482 
GA,M 1,625 281 78 194 9 1,344 1,130 122 72 20 808 252 
GA,S é 422 86 84 2 . 336 287 30 . 19 u 199 


NOTE: DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN TWO OR MORE CASES THAT WERE TERMINATED DURING THIS YEAR ARE REPORTED ONLY ONCE; THEREFORE, THIS TABLE'S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS 
DISPOSED OF ARE LESS THAN THE FIGURES IN TABLES D AND D-1 FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS TERMINATED. THIS TABLE'S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS EX CLUDE 829 TRANSFERS AND 1,466 
TERMINATIONS FOR DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN MORE THAN ONE CASE DURING THIS YEAR. 
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Table D-8. 
U.S. District Courts—All Criminal Cases Pending on September 30, 1995, 
by Major Offense and District 


General Offenses 
Forgery 
Circuit Weapons and 

and Embez- and Counter- | Drug 
District Total Homicide | Robbery | Assault | Burglary | Larceny | ziement | Fraud | Firearms feiting Laws | Traffic | Escape | Other 
TOTAL 30,689 256 830 334 42 1,873 855 6,347 2,718 606 10,386 1,747 581 1,796 
DC 389 4 4 6 . 26 10 51 49 29 164 3 1 18 
18ST $21 1 21 4 . 31 13 177 97 16 347 7 13 72 
ME 65 . 7 . . 1 2 11 7 . 29 . . 4 
MA 398 . 11 2 . 22 7 96 59 5 114 7 2 34 
NH 92 1 1 . 21 4 2 53 1 6 
Ri’ 112 1 . 4 2 21 1 1 46 7 8 
PR 254 2 1 4 2 28 16 7 105 3 20 
2ND 4,947 37 59 27 2 276 121 1,167 258 128 1,856 77 142 330 
CT 145 2 4 6 37 24 2 46 . 4 11 
NY,N 280 2 6 18 5 42 1 3 101 41 3 15 
NY,E 1,491 19 18 7 1 67 25 397 85 31 600 3 121 
NY,S' 2,602 16 34 13 1 165 74 591 96 84 937 36 128 165 
NY,W 296 2 3 1 8 6 72 22 3 122 1 11 
vT 133 . 14 18 20 5 50 3 7 
3RD 1,750 11 39 27 4 113 55 437 158 62 507 6 26 147 
DE 55 4 2 5 5 13 6 6 9 2 
NJ’ 708 7 6 71 29 219 37 39 175 1 7 64 
PAE 515 5 17 5 1 20 8 112 62 8 195 5 47 
PAM 213 5 5 7 3 49 25 4 54 3 9 24 
PAW 132 4 . 7 4 30 14 4 40 4 g 
vi 127 6 2 4 3 3 1 14 14 ' 34 2 ' 9 
4TH 2,918 7 a4 34 5 193 63 416 328 64 1,113 236 46 138 
MD 361 1 23 2 24 5 38 66 6 116 38 3 8 
NC,E 233 6 3 33 4 30 20 2 91 25 3 5 
NC.M 170 11 1 4 a 33 21 5 73 . 6 
NC,W 386 1 23 4 1 19 17 66 35 17 155 . 6 30 
Sc 425 1 16 5 1 17 23 90 59 14 128 7 11 26 
VA,E 830 1 4 13 78 4 88 42 14 320 161 10 44 
VA,W 295 1 7 3 2 17 4 41 53 2 124 5 4 12 
WV,N 90 3 3 1 . 4 3 11 51 4 6 
WV,S 128 1 1 3 27 21 4 55 4 3 
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Table D-8. (Continued) 


Special Offenses 
Circuit 
and Immigration Agricultural Postal 

District Laws Acts Laws‘ Other 

TOTAL 1,426 204 117 1,380 
DC 8 1 2 13 

1ST 63 6 1 §3 
ME 2 : . 2 
MA 17 4 - 18 
NH . . . 3 
Ri" 7 4 
PR 37 2 1 26 

2ND 145 2 52 278 
CT 1 8 
NY,N 18 15 
NY,E 33 5 79 
NY,S' 67 1 45 149 
NY,W 20 2 23 
vT 6 1 4 

3RD 53 3 7 95 
DE 2 . 1 
NJ' 8 : 3 42 
PA,E 10 2 2 16 
PA,M 2 1 1 21 
PA,W : - 1 11 
Vi 31 4 

4TH 28 16 1 116 
MD 8 4 : 19 
NC,E . a 
NC,M 3 5 
NC,W 1 . 11 
SC 4 23 
VA,E 19 2 25 
VA,W 2 13 
WV,N 1 3 
WV,S 1 8 
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Table D-8. (Continued) 


General Offenses 
Forgery 
Circuit Weapons and 
and Embez- and Counter- | Drug 
District Total Homicide | Robbery | Assault} Burglary | Larceny | zlement | Fraud | Firearms feiting Laws | Traffic Escape | Other 

5TH 2,957 11 56 24 5 139 40 501 235 60 1,180 10 87 119 
LA,E 185 1 6 1 14 6 42 15 4 73 . y 
LA,M' 48 2 . . 21 3 14 
LA,W 155 2 . 2 30 2 24 18 5 45 3 J 
MS,N 70 5 1 3 2 13 16 2 19 . 5 
MS,S 130 4 4 11 1 33 17 5 34 2 15 
TX,N' 683 4 22 8 1 43 8 151 67 21 154 3 23 30 
TX,E 206 1 2 2 1 4 4 52 23 5 80 5 14 
TX,S 816 2 10 5 . 17 4 80 29 15 414 - 39 20 
TX,W 664 1 5 4 17 8 85 47 3 347 7 15 17 

6TH 2,385 12 63 19 9 192 88 460 290 58 834 31 38 156 
KY,E 189 5 2 5 4 31 16 1 97 7 Q 
KY,W 298 1 2 4 95 10 29 29 6 44 16 1 42 
MIE 555 4 14 3 5 20 22 99 69 20 240 4 3 22 
MI,W 144 1 3 2 . 8 3 23 7 1 64 - 3 7 
OH,N 288 4 1 10 13 76 58 7 73 : 3 18 
OH,S 240 10 1 25 8 62 27 5 72 5 1 10 
TN,E 274 . 7 5 1 19 5 38 41 6 111 1 2 28 
T™N.M 100 2 6 - 4 5 22 1 2 31 - 2 8 
TN.W 297 4 7 2 2 6 8 80 32 10 102 5 16 12 

7TH 1,307 § 60 24 2 101 46 280 151 32 380 13 6 95 
IL,N 443 1 39 5 2 46 15 121 28 20 89 1 34 
IL,C 151 1 3 1 3 1 19 26 1 64 9 1 8 
iL,S 161 2 7 y 4 22 23 : 85 ‘ . 4 
IN,N? 293 1 5 4 19 15 70 37 8 76 2 30 
IN,S' 108 1 7 6 4 6 5 25 23 2 2 9 
WIE 104 1 4 - 11 - 37 8 - 26 . 8 
WI,W 47 - 1 4 5 6 2 3 17 1 1 2 

8TH 1,484 25 40 34 9 79 36 221 190 ae 575 9 19 112 
AR,E 148 . 7 1 1 8 3 30 18 4 53 - 1 12 
AR,W 47 1 . - 2 1 6 7 3 13 3 1 7 
1A,N 119 1 1 3 1 13 20 : 60 : : 6 
IA,S 116 . 3 . 4 1 11 11 1 70 ° 2 2 
MN 170 3 1 . 2 7 6 31 12 3 66 1 7 13 
MO,E 234 1 7 3 - 18 4 33 51 3 84 : 2 6 
MO,W 239 4 2 - 17 6 47 33 2 98 4 - 10 
NE 183 . 4 . é 10 4 19 17 2 98 - 2 & 
ND' 59 7 1 4 . 4 1 16 6 2 8 - . 2 
sD 169 14 1 23 4 6 4 15 15 2 25 1 4 43 
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Table D-8. (Continued) 


Special Offenses 
Circuit 
and immigration Agricultural Postal 

District Laws Acts Laws* Other 

5TH 309 7 4 170 
LA,E 4 . 1 9 
LA,M' . 1 1 6 
LA,W 2 13 
MS,N . 4 
MS,S 1 . . 3 
TX,N' 60 1 1 86 
TX,E 5 1 - 7 
XS 147 3 1 25 
TX,W 90 1 17 

6TH 16 5 7 107 
KY,E 1 - . 11 
KY,W . - 1 18 
MIE 4 2 : 24 
MI,W 7 - 1 4 
OH,N 3 1 5 11 
OH,S . 14 
TNE 1 9 
™N,M - - 7 
TN,W 1 1 9 

7TH 12 9 28 63 
IL,N 8 : 14 20 
IL,C 2 1 9 
IL,S . 5 
IN,N? - 11 15 
IN,S' . 2 2 9 
WILE 2 3 1 3 
Wi,W 3 2 

8TH a4 9 2 58 
ARE . 2 8 
AR,W 3 . ° 
IA,N 7 1 6 
IA,S 1 8 
MN 5 - : 3 
MO,E 1 2 1 13 
MO,W 2 1 1 12 
NE 12 - 4 
ND’ 4 1 3 
SD 9 2 1 
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Table D-8. (Continued) 


General Offenses 
Forgery 
Circuit Weapons and 
and Embez- and Counter- | Drug 
District Total | Homicide | Robbery | Assauit| Burglary | Larceny | ziement | Fraud | Firearms feiting Laws | Traffic | Escape | Other 
9TH 6,766 101 253 76 4 457 260 976 425 121 1,615 1,060 115 359 
AK 83 2 3 14 2 y 8 1 14 8 6 
AZ 641 28 1 18 1 22 14 65 56 5 246 3 y 54 
CA.N 711 o) 27 2 1 45 109 138 38 15 140 52 1 30 
CAE 554 12 3 1 30 22 99 44 6 116 37 13 21 
CAC 1,308 28 92 13 106 43 374 97 56 265 19 47 
CAS 695 1 20 4 20 8 52 25 3 327 3 22 47 
HI 557 1 16 6 77 9 24 8 4 84 294 15 
1D 69 2 1 3 5 2 14 4 1 4 2 1 6 
MT 259 12 7 17 1 14 5 24 32 1 42 36 2 27 
NV 275 4 22 1 12 2 88 34 10 52 19 19 
OR 344 6 34 3 18 15 34 39 3 99 10 14 
WA.E 155 1 3 3 1 3 6 20 10 56 5 18 
WA,W 1,029 3 4 1 90 23 40 15 6 136 625 51 
GUAM 75 6 2 1 3 3 y 5 22 1 4 
NMI 11 7 3 
10TH 1,663 27 36 39 2 72 32 197 201 30 565 183 26 103 
co 341 2 12 8 14 7 50 47 a) 138 7 6 10 
KS' 183 3 : 2 5 2 25 50 6 66 1 6 8 
NM 555 13 10 14 1 5 5 17 34 1 208 141 7 33 
OK,N 110 4 7 6 36 11 7 28 2 6 
OK,E 43 3 3 3 5 5 18 5 
OK,W 170 2 . 4 24 3 23 17 6 35 32 3 11 
UT 209 4 8 1 12 4 36 28 1 60 1 2 24 
WY 52 4 1 3 2 2 5 9 12 1 6 
11TH 3,102 18 105 18 . 194 71 474 336 75 1,250 112 62 146 
AL.N 153 1 3 19 3 26 19 9 42 10 5 4 
AL.M 136 1 1 32 3 12 9 1 34 17 6 7 
ALS 149 6 2 2 3 21 23 4 78 1 9 
FL,N 168 1 3 2 10 2 23 27 51 14 21 9 
FL.M 589 6 30 4 21 13 113 67 29 231 5 3 28 
FL.S 1,184 1 38 4 21 29 164 101 22 611 20 45 
GA,N 362 5 17 4 27 13 65 71 5 103 3 5 18 
GA,M 167 4 15 3 30 15 4 68 8 1 
GA,S 194 3 2 47 2 20 4 1 32 55 1 10 
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Table D-8. (Continued) 


Special Offenses 
Circuit 
and Immigration Agricultural Postal 

District Laws Acts Laws* Other 

OTH 585 114 uv 234 
AK 1 12 3 
AZ 90 5 14 
CAN 60 1 1 32 
CAE 75 49 26 
CAC 104 4 6 54 
CAS 137 26 
HI 6 . . 13 
ID 3 14 . 2 
MT 4 23 . 12 
NV 5 . 7 
OR 52 4 13 
WA,E 23 1 1 4 
WA,W 20 1 1 13 
GUAM 5 14 
NMI 1 

10TH 94 16 2 38 
co 19 3 2 7 
KS' 5 4 
NM 55 4 7 
OK,N 3 
OK.E 1 
OK,W . 1 4 
UT 15 2 6 
wy 6 1 

11TH 71 16 2 155 
AL,N 1 2 - 4 
AL.M . . . 13 
ALS . . . 
FL.N . - 2 3 
FL.M 21 - - 18 
FL,S 34 2 - 92 
GA,N 13 1 12 
GA,M 1 2 6 
GAS 1 4 7 


‘PENDING CASE TOTALS INCLUDE SOME CASES IN WHICH ALL DEFENDANTS HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES FOR MORE THAN ONE YEAR AND/OR SOME CASES THAT HAVE BEEN CLOSED. 
? PENDING CASE TOTALS INCLUDE CASES INVOLVING 15 DEFENDANTS WHO WERE FUGITIVES FOR MORE THAN ONE YEAR AND CASES INVOLVING 22 DEFENDANTS THAT HAVE BEEN CLOSED. 
* OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NONMAILABLE MATERIAL, AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 


434 


Sv 


(ES RESALE ID LD IE ETI TIE TE TD OTT ET LE IT EEE TI ENE ET 


Table E-1. 
Federal Probation System—Persons Received for and Removed From Supervision 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Received for Supervision 


Persons Under Total Magistrate Term of Received 
Supervision Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special by 
Circuit and District Oct. 1, 1994 Received Transfers Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole Transfer 
TOTAL 85,700 45,163 38,745 8,758 6,698 18,943 1,850 ' 1,991 263 842 6,418 
DC 967 694 519 144 82 230 40 9 1 13 175 
1ST 2,321 1,118 959 268 12 563 35 30 6 45 159 
ME 296 117 102 16 4 72 2 1 3 4 15 
MA 1,025 483 421 113 5 265 8 14 2 14 62 
NH 182 105 69 36 . 30 1 . 1 1 36 
RI 257 103 87 11 - 69 5 1 1 16 
PR 561 310 280 92 3 127 19 14 . 25 30 
2ND 7,536 4,070 3,289 1,129 200 1,659 111 79 16 96 781 
CT 713 289 240 75 7 137 10 8 2 1 49 
NY,N 476 273 235 101 18 107 5 1 2 38 
NY.E 3,090 1,774 1,338 453 47 711 46 44 5 32 436 
NY.S 2,487 1,324 1,102 392 83 510 35 21 4 57 222 
NY,W 600 342 309 98 44 144 14 3 2 4 33 
VT 170 68 65 10 1 50 1 2 - 1 3 
3RD 6,163 2,637 2,260 644 248 1,093 112 73 16 74 377 
DE 208 118 93 13 22 48 4 . 2 4 25 
NJ 2,351 940 744 184 154 359 16 24 4 3 196 
PAE 2,190 891 812 247 48 396 39 32 2 48 79 
PAM 405 260 221 63 20 121 8 4 4 1 39 
PA.W 832 359 321 119 2 147 19 13 4 17 38 
vi 177 69 69 18 2 22 26 . . 1 
4TH 10,069 5,990 5,232 851 2,096 1,906 194 85 44 56 758 
MD 2,252 1,400 1,175 102 710 267 52 25 6 13 225 
NC.E 1,015 661 584 102 234 202 20 8 8 10 77 
NC.M 573 309 255 46 5 160 25 4 4 6 54 
NC,.W 937 583 530 100 137 246 26 12 4 5 53 
SC 1,518 616 524 159 56 255 27 15 7 5 92 
VA.E 2,054 1,701 1,542 190 914 380 29 10 8 11 159 
VA,W 651 325 272 81 32 146 4 4 5 53 
WV,N 415 141 119 24 1 80 8 2 1 3 22 
WV,S 654 254 231 47 7 170 3 1 3 23 
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Oo Table E-1. (Continued) 


Magistrate Term of Removed Persons Under 
Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special by Supervision 
Circuit and District Removed Transters Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole Transter Sept. 30, 1995 

TOTAL 45,041 38,879 11,893 7,117 13,388 3,245 1,483 373 1,380 6,162 66,822 
pc 528 415 99 101 a4 88 15 . 18 113 1,133 

1ST 966 655 302 22 347 67 50 11 56 11 2,473 
ME 126 117 32 3 58 5 2 2 15 9 287 
MA 426 383 134 11 162 29 30 6 11 43 1,082 
NH 87 68 42 . 18 3 3 1 1 19 200 
RI 89 75 22 1 40 6 2 . 4 14 271 
PR 238 212 72 7 69 24 13 2 25 26 633 

2ND 3,602 2,702 1,037 235 973 175 106 18 168 900 8,004 
CT 302 262 134 4 64 21 18 4 12 40 700 
NY,N 259 193 86 20 72 7 5 2 1 66 490 
NY,E 1,461 1,080 426 83 399 71 51 5 45 381 3,403 
NY,S 1,219 840 289 75 306 52 21 6 91 379 2,592 
NY,W 285 260 85 48 89 21 8 1 8 25 657 
VT 76 67 17 43 3 3 1 9 162 

3RD 2,587 2,312 985 261 660 184 96 22 84 275 6,213 
DE 130 115 31 23 47 9 2 1 2 15 196 
NJ 946 824 335 158 227 40 34 7 23 122 2,345 
PAE 886 814 388 63 214 72 37 5 35 72 2,195 
PAM 223 203 84 28 74 7 5 2 3 20 442 
PA,W 325 288 117 8 86 40 17 a 16 37 866 
VI 77 68 30 1 12 16 1 3 5 9 169 

4TH 6,377 5,365 1,217 2,015 1,502 282 116 48 85 1,012 9,682 
MD 1,568 1,320 191 749 219 99 38 6 18 248 2,084 
NC.E $30 556 137 226 124 39 12 8 10 74 1,046 
NC.M 265 226 63 11 89 41 10 4 8 39 617 
NC,W 510 425 135 94 144 32 10 4 6 85 1,010 
SC 677 612 237 90 198 52 15 11 4 65 1,457 
VA.E 1,827 1,429 187 800 343 60 13 9 17 398 1,928 
VA.W 336 297 104 33 125 21 6 4 4 39 640 
WV,N 222 198 76 5 82 20 8 1 6 24 334 
WV,S 342 302 87 7 178 18 4 1 7 40 566 
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Table E-1. (Continued) 


Received for Supervision 
Persons Under Total Magistrate Term of Received 
Supervision Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special by 
Circuit and District Oct. 1, 1994 Received Transfers Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole Transfer 

5TH 10,327 5,367 4,750 926 849 2,509 191 112 35 128 617 

LA,E 1,023 417 379 75 57 223 16 4 4 38 
LA,M 238 112 89 27 17 43 1 1 23 
LA,W 606 336 309 73 103 112 y 6 5 1 27 
MS,N 458 262 236 42 98 87 5 1 2 1 26 
MS,S 571 324 277 38 128 93 8 5 2 3 47 
TX,N 1,879 956 801 201 40 453 43 31 8 25 155 
TXE 727 326 243 54 16 144 13 7 6 3 83 
TX,S 2,714 1,245 1,153 217 83 719 42 35 7 50 92 
TX,W 2,111 1,389 1,263 199 307 635 54 22 5 41 126 
6TH 8,020 4,455 3,892 636 799 1,937 166 85 26 43 563 

KY,E 534 250 214 48 2 135 18 8 3 36 
KY,W 678 659 608 50 401 120 23 9 2 3 51 
MIE 1,745 899 805 151 145 449 32 17 4 7 94 
MI,W 363 228 199 48 12 120 11 6 2 29 
OH,N 1,228 624 569 176 20 333 20 15 2 3 55 
OH,S 1,309 621 560 125 109 262 28 15 8 13 61 
TN,E 888 437 395 119 52 188 20 6 3 7 42 
T™N,M 601 394 237 39 56 130 5 3 3 1 157 
T™N,W 674 343 305 80 2 200 9 6 4 4 38 
7TH 5,240 2,098 1,783 441 127 988 117 72 13 25 315 

IL,N 2,435 927 783 208 55 413 54 37 3 13 144 
IL,C 493 207 191 35 3 124 18 6 1 4 16 
IL,S 307 154 112 24 8 73 3 2 1 1 42 
IN.N 631 220 194 63 28 75 15 7 2 4 26 
IN,S 501 225 190 39 12 117 12 6 4 35 
WIE 563 257 221 64 15 118 10 11 2 1 36 
WI,Ww 310 108 92 8 6 68 5 3 2 16 
8TH 4,600 2,542 2,294 615 134 1,279 136 68 16 46 248 

AR,E 484 274 246 54 14 1£8 7 6 4 3 28 
AR,.W 344 227 205 30 76 88 5 3 1 2 22 
1A,N 277 107 93 14 3 66 4 2 1 3 14 
1A,S 243 118 101 21 . 66 7 6 . 1 17 
MN 828 430 388 99 6 237 28 8 3 7 42 
MO,E 695 395 356 84 8 191 39 22 1 11 39 
MO,W 748 432 395 118 15 201 28 14 4 15 37 
NE 414 150 142 45 3 87 6 1 : - 8 
ND 180 158 140 75 4 57 3 1 - - 18 
SD 387 251 228 75 5 128 4 5 2 4 23 


N en 
3 Table E-1. (Continued) 


Magistrate Term of Removed Persons Under 
Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special by Supervision 
Circuit and District Removed Transfers Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole Transfer Sept. 30, 1995 
STH §,251 4,602 1,180 780 1,900 354 119 44 225 649 10,443 
LA,E 465 429 129 68 186 22 6 2 16 36 975 
LA,M 110 98 29 32 28 5 2 2 - 12 240 
LA,W 352 308 82 120 76 8 12 4 6 44 590 
MS,N 253 228 64 88 65 6 1 2 2 25 467 
MS,S 357 301 81 104 80 23 6 5 2 56 538 
TX,N 892 797 225 47 339 99 26 8 53 95 1,943 
TX,E 355 294 106 29 112 27 10 2 8 61 698 
TX,S 1,247 1,110 286 72 557 80 29 5 81 137 2,712 
TX,W 1,220 1,037 178 220 457 84 27 14 57 183 2,280 
6TH 4,411 3,867 1,164 760 1,385 326 101 28 103 544 8,064 
KY,E 315 277 97 16 123 27 7 1 6 38 469 
KY,W 656 465 73 233 105 28 11 5 10 191 681 
MIE 843 780 215 152 290 71 18 5 29 63 1,801 
MI,W 235 199 65 27 75 20 5 1 6 36 356 
OH,N 571 526 217 27 203 44 19 3 13 45 1,2? 
OH,S 643 590 174 113 197 66 17 6 17 53 1,287 
TN,E 417 369 115 60 150 33 3 3 5 48 908 
™N,.M 417 378 97 127 116 18 11 3 6 39 578 
™N,W 314 283 111 5 126 19 10 1 11 31 703 
7TH 2,458 2,290 1,043 203 684 201 77 22 60 168 4,880 
IL,N 1,133 1,071 589 64 285 75 36 4 18 62 2,229 
IL,C 212 199 82 11 58 33 8 3 4 13 488 
IL,S 147 135 54 7 53 14 3 1 3 12 314 
IN,N 301 279 115 67 60 19 a 6 8 22 550 
IN,S 255 232 84 22 79 26 8 3 10 23 471 
WIE 267 242 88 23 84 22 15 3 7 25 553 
WI,W 143 132 31 9 65 12 3 2 10 11 275 
8TH 2,493 2,211 695 161 970 210 88 26 61 282 4,649 
AR,E 287 262 59 25 135 28 4 4 7 25 471 
AR,W 243 214 48 76 78 5 5 - 2 29 328 
1A,N 144 132 40 4 61 17 5 2 3 12 240 
1A,S 132 109 26 2 53 12 9 3 4 23 229 
MN 419 387 136 9 177 30 13 3 19 32 839 
MO,E 397 358 119 10 133 56 20 4 16 39 693 
MO,W 355 297 78 21 133 39 15 5 6 58 825 
NE 130 113 45 7 47 7 3 2 2 17 434 
ND 114 93 48 3 37 1 2 2 - 21 224 
SD 272 246 96 4 116 15 12 1 2 26 366 
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Table E-1. (Continued) 


Received for Supervision 


6rd 


Persons Under Total Magistrate Term of Received 
Supervision Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special by 
Circuit and District Oct. 1, 1994 Received Transfers Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole Transfer 

9TH 15,056 8,091 6,919 1,445 1,250 3,424 353 303 40 104 1,172 
AK 238 130 112 18 37 53 3 1 18 
AZ 1,765 1,019 806 229 203 321 18 21 5 9 213 
CA,N 1,812 777 641 143 120 274 50 36 6 12 136 
CA,E 1,274 856 730 103 283 251 47 27 3 16 126 
CA,C 4,190 1,957 1,734 364 138 978 105 118 14 20 223 
CA,S 1,702 993 901 106 225 505 22 22 3 18 92 
HI 349 224 188 36 48 86 6 5 2 5 36 
iD 199 113 80 23 15 33 3 4 2 33 
MT 426 204 182 70 a 97 8 3 : : 22 
NV 765 470 388 108 37 199 21 11 2 10 82 
OR 831 472 426 83 4 258 43 32 2 4 46 
WA,E 335 172 121 36 2 80 1 2 51 
WA,W 1,016 597 504 62 134 255 24 20 3 6 93 
GUAM 141 100 99 62 30 2 2 1 2 1 
NMI 13 7 7 2 : 4 1 

10TH 3,814 2,327 2,009 503 285 1,045 76 58 14 28 318 
co 891 575 479 100 80 237 28 17 10 7 96 
KS 540 332 292 80 43 145 11 6 7 40 
NM 683 484 427 118 50 241 6 9 3 57 
OK,N 353 179 154 54 8 75 7 8 2 25 
OK,E 191 77 60 15 3 36 3 2 1 17 
OK,W 524 282 251 35 37 148 15 6 3 7 31 
UT 507 325 286 80 59 131 5 10 1 39 
WY 125 73 60 21 5 32 1 - 1 13 

11TH 11,587 5,774 4,839 956 816 2,310 319 217 37 184 935 
AL,N 829 474 408 112 70 179 25 5 8 9 66 
AL,M 435 221 189 43 43 96 4 1 2 32 
AL,S 566 230 200 60 4 110 14 6 1 5 30 
FL,N 638 344 304 38 82 144 22 7 2 9 40 
FL.M 2,576 1,247 1,003 229 48 550 63 52 11 50 244 
FL,S 3,594 1,619 1,424 295 13 787 118 124 87 195 
GA,N 1,594 879 607 110 170 257 35 15 7 13 272 
GA,M 686 468 436 52 235 114 21 6 5 3 32 
GA,S 669 292 268 17 151 73 17 2 2 6 24 


N 
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Magistrate Term of Removed Persons Under 
Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special by Supervision 
Circuit and District Removed Transters Probation Probation Rele.se Parole Release Parole Parole Transfer Sept. 30, 1995 

9TH 8,236 7,051 2,108 1,216 2,571 506 393 73 164 1,185 14,911 
AK 147 121 40 25 51 1 3 1 . 26 221 
AZ 932 800 251 149 290 46 35 6 23 132 1,852 
CA,.N 938 798 245 178 202 70 59 13 31 140 1,651 
CAE 788 626 164 177 151 78 23 7 26 162 1,342 
CAC 2,021 1,756 537 199 674 126 154 24 42 265 4,126 
CAS 1,188 1,050 237 239 473 33 30 7 31 138 1,507 
HI 184 151 44 40 49 10 1 3 33 389 
iD 117 93 41 y 31 5 4 2 1 24 195 
MT 201 176 96 7 59 6 5 1 2 25 429 
NV 448 376 170 46 112 28 13 3 4 72 787 
OR 484 433 116 19 200 57 30 1 10 51 819 
WA,E 182 148 54 5 78 6 3 . 2 34 325 
WA,W 562 483 88 123 188 44 24 7 
GUAM 42 38 23 13 2 
NMI 2 2 2 

10TH 2,322 1,992 619 348 742 124 69 22 
co 570 497 153 107 167 34 17 8 
KS 324 286 85 49 98 21 ) 7 
NM 443 350 107 62 141 18 9 1 
OK,N 183 157 71 4 63 10 5 1 
OK,E 89 80 24 5 31 7 5 
OK,W 315 280 59 38 130 28 10 3 
UT 312 274 101 72 82 5 9 1 
wy 86 68 19 11 30 1 5 1 

11TH 5,810 §,217 1,444 995 1,560 628 253 59 
AL,N 436 398 159 66 107 38 9 2 
AL.M 239 209 69 49 70 13 1 4 
ALS 244 223 77 8 90 27 10 2 
FL,N 357 309 54 100 86 33 13 8 
FL.M 1,293 1,132 378 98 398 104 60 18 
FL,S 1,493 1,362 387 23 450 256 127 3 
GA,N 897 808 205 222 236 90 21 9 
GA,M 455 412 64 248 55 29 5 9 
GA,S 396 364 51 181 68 38 7 4 


NOTE: A REVIEW OF THE PROBATION STATISTICAL DATABASE IN 1995 IDENTIFIED AND CLOSED CASE RECORDS THAT HAD BEEN CODED INCORRECTLY 
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Table E-2. 
Federal Probation System—Persons Under Supervision as of September 30, 1995 
From Courts From institutions 
Persons Magistrate Term of 
Under Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special 

Circuit and District | Supervision Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole 

TOTAL 85,622 27,105 6,574 39,479 5,011 1,678 621 2,254 
bc 1,133 317 167 404 204 16 1 24 

1ST 2,473 739 31 1,322 187 61 18 118 
ME 287 58 5 171 31 1 6 15 
MA 1,082 348 17 592 53 30 5 37 
NH 200 73 3 106 7 2 2 7 
RI 271 61 1 176 19 5 1 8 
PR 633 199 5 277 77 23 1 51 

2ND 8,004 3,136 432 3,592 382 151 37 274 
CT 700 314 15 314 32 12 1 12 
NY,N 490 180 21 253 23 7 3 3 
NY.E 3,403 1,455 146 1,480 140 68 13 101 
NY,S 2,592 913 164 1,161 142 57 12 143 
NY,W 657 241 83 271 38 5 8 11 
vT 162 33 3 113 7 2 4 

3RD 6,213 2,548 472 2,502 377 98 29 187 
DE 196 36 26 113 13 2 2 4 
NJ 2,345 941 347 877 99 43 13 25 
PAE 2,195 988 57 877 132 36 4 101 
PA.M 442 134 32 244 21 4 4 3 
PAW 866 371 9 349 68 13 5 51 
vi 169 78 1 42 44 1 3 

4TH 9,682 2,573 2,096 3,902 714 122 81 194 
MD 2,084 364 864 545 210 41 12 48 
NCE 1,046 330 204 379 89 9 16 19 
NC.M 617 153 22 333 68 13 10 18 
NC,W 1,010 343 102 460 64 20 3 18 
Sc 1,457 597 108 590 106 13 14 29 
VA.E 1,928 336 745 693 100 16 13 25 
VA.W 640 192 36 360 27 8 9 8 
WV,.N 334 78 6 205 26 . 2 17 
WV.S 566 180 9 337 24 2 2 12 
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Table E-2. (Continued) 


From Courts From institutions 
Magistrate Term of 
Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special 
Circuit and District Total Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole 

5TH . 10,443 3,035 1,059 5,161 637 149 79 323 
LA,E 975 311 120 478 38 9 3 16 
LA,M 240 85 27 108 17 2 - 1 
LA,W 590 241 99 203 26 4 9 8 
MS,N 467 131 107 195 18 2 5 9 
MS,S 538 181 102 211 28 3 9 4 
TX,N 1,943 632 72 948 151 47 21 72 
TX,E 698 250 33 319 62 10 8 16 
TX,S 2,712 718 134 1,549 141 47 13 110 
TX,W 2,280 486 365 1,150 156 25 11 87 

6TH 8,064 2,309 734 4,205 489 130 64 133 
KY.E 469 132 7 278 34 8 3 7 
KY,W 681 140 178 272 55 9 5 22 
MIE 1,801 430 192 1,010 88 47 14 20 
MI,W 356 95 21 199 24 7 4 6 
OH,N 1,281 445 32 675 76 24 9 20 
OH,S 1,287 385 129 641 82 17 13 20 
TNE 908 289 84 445 65 7 5 13 
T™N.M 578 170 85 264 35 4 7 13 
TN.W 703 223 6 421 30 7 4 12 

7TH 4,880 1,774 249 ; 2,282 351 106 50 68 
IL,N 2,229 915 112 937 151 60 17 37 
IL,C 488 161 1 272 38 5 3 8 
iL,S 314 91 10 187 15 7 1 3 
IN,N 550 202 60 214 45 11 8 10 
IN,S 471 137 16 249 46 6 14 3 
WIE 553 204 36 252 40 11 5 5 
WI,wW 275 64 14 171 16 6 2 2 

8TH 4,649 1,496 170 2,408 338 104 41 Ge 
AR,E 471 124 22 288 20 6 5 6 
AR,W 328 102 69 133 14 2 4 4 
1A,N 240 60 6 140 21 4 1 8 
\A,S 229 50 . 146 18 7 4 4 
MN 839 252 14 479 58 17 4 15 
MO,E 693 208 14 336 77 23 8 27 
MO,W 825 280 35 378 79 24 7 22 
NE 434 173 2 226 23 4 6 
ND 224 120 3 90 5 a - 2 
SD 366 127 5 192 23 13 2 4 
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Table E-2. (Continued) 


From Courts From institutions 
Magistrate Term of 
Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special 
Circuit and District Total Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole 

OTH 14,011 4,605 1,013 6,713 825 472 92 291 
AK 221 69 43 100 6 1 2 . 
AZ 1,852 697 246 785 61 29 7 27 
CA,N 1,651 497 346 564 119 72 7 46 
CAE 1,342 335 337 498 99 31 10 32 
CA,C 4,126 1,219 336 2,049 252 185 16 69 
CAS 1,507 363 269 756 39 30 y 41 
HI 389 107 52 187 8 18 3 14 
iD 195 67 26 81 12 5 2 2 
MT 429 183 7 212 15 3 3 6 
NV 787 330 44 335 41 18 5 14 
OR 819 245 24 407 88 37 8 10 
WA.E 325 96 10 197 11 3 4 4 
WA,W 1,051 291 172 461 60 35 15 17 
GUAM 199 99 1 71 14 4 1 y 
NMI 18 7 . 10 . 1 

10TH 3,819 1,227 330 1,693 212 64 36 57 
co 896 292 88 421 57 15 14 9 
KS 548 188 41 265 26 4 11 13 
NM 724 204 55 409 29 16 - 11 
OK,N 349 139 12 163 22 6 . 7 
OK,E 179 53 i) 88 17 4 2 6 
OK,W 491 118 51 258 45 4 7 8 
UT 520 188 68 230 15 14 2 3 
WY 112 45 6 59 1 1 - 

11TH 11,551 3,346 921 5,095 1,195 405 96 493 
AL,N 867 322 91 336 72 9 10 27 
AL,M 417 147 56 184 16 5 3 6 
ALS 552 220 11 255 41 3 3 19 
FL,N 625 167 75 271 66 14 1 21 
FL.M 2,530 809 79 1,196 223 107 24 102 
FL,S 3,720 976 24 1,748 494 224 10 244 
GA,N 1,576 438 207 673 168 31 19 40 
GA.M 699 148 236 229 55 7 11 13 
GA,S 565 119 142 213 60 5 5 21 


NOTE A REVIEW OF THE PROBATION STATISTICAL DATABASE IN 1995 IDENTIFIED AND CLOSED CASE RECORDS THAT HAD BEEN CODED INCORRECTLY 
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Table E-3. 


Federal Probation System—Persons Under Supervision, by Offense, as of September 30, 1995 


General Offenses 


Auto Forgery and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezziement Fraud Theft Counterfeiting 

TOTAL 65,822 401 3,252 7866 331 5,663 4,722 19,148 596 2,512 

DC 1,133 25 65 12 10 85 39 140 1 81 
18ST 2,473 7 52 19 10 96 122 574 4 62 

ME 287 1 4 1 5 8 29 56 . 2 
MA 1,082 3 30 8 1 43 39 315 2 28 
NH 200 2 2 - 2 8 14 69 . 9 
Ri 271 . 3 3 1 15 24 57 1 16 
PR 633 1 13 7 1 22 16 77 1 7 
2ND 8,004 8 223 31 24 517 438 2,084 54 281 

CT 700 1 21 2 1 35 42 222 2 15 
NY,N 490 . 15 5 5 41 32 103 1 7 
NY,E 3,403 2 79 10 12 208 180 1,012 34 170 
NY,S 2,592 3 69 10 6 165 115 586 14 74 
NY,W 657 2 37 3 61 57 132 2 i4 
VT 162 . 2 1 7 12 29 1 1 
3RD 6,213 42 162 60 27 459 345 1,805 36 221 

DE 196 . 4 2 1 10 6 48 . 5 
NJ 2,345 12 52 16 12 222 139 750 14 127 
PA,E 2,195 11 50 19 3 117 124 618 12 57 
PAM 442 2 11 3 49 18 124 . 7 
PA,W 866 1 30 10 2 43 55 243 10 23 
Vi 169 16 15 10 9 18 3 22 . 2 
4TH 9,682 34 411 102 56 683 418 1,610 54 262 

MD 2,084 8 132 25 17 162 71 260 3 40 
NC,E 1,046 3 48 19 4 98 47 163 7 42 
NC,M 617 1 63 2 4 27 39 98 4 21 
NC,W 1,010 5 43 21 8 42 39 191 7 28 
sc 1,457 6 60 13 10 107 85 310 21 63 
VA.E 1,928 8 45 20 3 196 54 347 6 47 
VA,W 640 1 13 1 2 25 35 111 2 1 
WV,N 334 - 4 - 3 10 19 45 : 3 
WV,S 566 2 3 1 5 16 29 85 4 17 
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Table E-3. (Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) Special Offenses 
Weapons Liquor, 
Drug and Immigration Internal Postal 

Circuit and District Laws Firearms Traffic Other Laws Revenue Laws Other 
TOTAL 31,193 3,876 2,830 4,814 1,275 4 508 3,911 

DC 445 100 36 65 a : 11 15 
1ST 1,057 105 5 172 48 . 6 134 

ME 811 93 3 177 48 . 1 5 
MA 421 53 3 84 4 : . 48 
NH 55 1 . 18 . . . 10 
Ri 117 4 : 12 5 . 1 12 
PR 318 25 . 43 39 . 4 59 
2ND 2,998 389 8 496 66 - 104 283 

CT 201 61 2 49 4 8 34 
NY,N 197 15 1 45 2 : 4 17 
NY,E 1,108 161 2 232 36 . 30 127 
NY,S 1,168 96 2 126 21 . 53 84 
NY,W 243 37 1 40 1 9 18 
VT 81 19 - 4 2 . - 3 
3RD 2,099 205 50 404 41 - 47 210 

DE 78 6 9 17 1 . 2 7 
NJ 577 51 22 197 23 . 25 106 
PAE 943 76 7 80 3 . 17 58 
PA.M 158 23 8 15 5 . 3 16 
PA,W 322 39 4 68 . . . 16 
vi 21 10 . 27 9 . : 7 
4TH 3,511 533 1,099 481 28 - 26 374 

MD 577 88 501 123 2 . 13 62 
NC,E 352 37 102 56 3 2 63 
NC,M 253 38 10 29 4 . 24 
NC.W 493 49 9 35 1 1 38 
Sc 511 85 29 82 3 1 71 
VA.E 528 97 429 91 12 3 42 
VA,W 288 84 14 25 3 3 32 
WV.N 199 14 2 25 . . . 10 
WV,S 310 41 3 15 . . 3 32 
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Table E-3. (Continued) 


General Offenses 
Auto | Forgery and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezziement Fraud Theft Counterfeiting 

5TH 10,443 30 209 66 37 683 448 2,141 85 212 
LA,E 975 4 23 7 - 79 32 225 5 31 
LA,M 240 - 7 : : 11 17 74 1 5 
LA,W 590 2 8 8 8 87 35 174 4 10 
MS,N 467 - 11 4 3 30 17 88 7 21 
MS,S 538 3 17 13 2 25 39 116 5 19 
TX,N 1,943 8 63 e) 10 176 104 554 29 39 
TXE 698 - 19 2 2 45 53 195 10 22 
TX,S 2,712 8 31 9 10 82 77 420 19 23 
TX,W 2,280 5 30 14 2 148 74 295 5 42 

6TH 8,064 22 355 83 29 599 550 1,836 90 237 
KY,E 469 1 18 1 1 30 35 90 13 13 
KY,W 681 4 32 41 3 98 46 121 4 1¢ 
MIE 1,801 6 65 8 3 86 107 394 6 51 
MI,W 356 - 14 3 5 27 46 82 2 11 
OH,N 1,281 4 69 2 6 67 118 371 14 37 
OH,S 1,287 3 71 8 2 109 83 294 12 42 
TN,E 908 - 30 6 6 61 50 158 31 33 
T™N.M 578 2 38 10 - 74 23 156 4 16 
TN.W 703 2 18 4 3 47 42 170 4 20 

7TH 4,880 15 170 25 5 429 379 1,349 71 115 
IL,N 2,229 5 77 8 1 164 172 746 29 50 
IL,C 488 1 10 2 1 5 32 99 1 12 
IL,S 314 3 2 2 29 15 52 4 6 
IN,N 550 2 20 4 . 52 51 122 23 16 
IN,S 471 3 26 4 1 39 43 119 5 15 
WIE 553 1 28 4 1 83 29 143 5 9 
WI,W 275 7 1 1 17 37 68 4 7 

8TH 4,649 38 177 89 29 273 256 1,159 30 101 
AR,E 471 1 21 2 5 30 26 116 8 10 
AR,W 328 2 9 3 19 10 87 5 6 
1A,N 240 1 6 1 - 7 21 52 1 a 
IA,S 229 : 12 - 1 11 27 36 9 
MN 839 6 41 9 2 28 56 234 4 27 
MO,E 693 a 29 2 3 56 33 195 5 11 
MO,W 825 1 48 2 2 72 32 179 7 19 
NE 434 3 4 9 6 18 20 135 12 
ND 224 5 4 12 3 9 12 53 1 
SD 366 15 3 49 7 23 19 72 2 
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Table E-3. (Continued) 
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| General Offenses (Continued) Special Offenses 
$$ ee T - 
Weapons Liquor, 
Drug and Immigration internal Postal 
Circuit and District Laws | % Firearms Traffic Other Laws Revenue Laws Other 
5TH 4,033 438 313 624 467 . 27 730 
LA.E 338 51 2 35 3 1 139 
LA.M 66 5 ; 13 . 6 35 
LA,W 104 24 37 32 5 3 49 
MS,N 121 14 65 39 2 3 42 
MS,S 141 16 32 49 3 1 57 
TX.N 579 84 5 102 65 3 113 
xe 180 42 7 48 19 1 53 
TX,S 1,411 103 5 137 248 5 124 
TX,W 1,093 99 160 69 122 4 118 
6TH 2,740 516 175 474 17 . 41 300 
KY.E 163 45 2 30 
KYW 186 30 32 50 1 
MIE 720 161 45 69 7 
MI,.W 107 14 1 17 . 
OH,.N 338 98 2 111 1 
OH,S 454 49 49 71 3 
TNE 351 53 4 58 1 
TN.M 129 22 38 36 2 
TN.W 292 44 2 32 2 
7TH 1,475 222 26 327 27 
iL. 610 69 6 154 20 
iL.c 205 27 17 5 
iL,S 145 27 22 : 
IN.N 133 39 2 60 1 
IN.S 118 26 14 35 
WIE 169 31 2 22 1 
Wwi,.w 95 3 2 17 
8TH 1,728 200 64 297 17 
ARE 182 26 9 17 1 
AR.W 74 “ 43 37 4 
|A.N 110 15 1 10 1 
IAS 104 9 1 12 
MN 321 26 1 38 5 
MO.E 239 26 2 45 1 
MO,W 345 34 4 55 . 
NE 192 13 1 ” 1 
ND 73 18 : 22 3 
SD 88 25 2 53 1 
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Table E-3. (Continued) 


General Offenses aud 
q | Auto Forgery and 
Circult and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezzlement Fraud | __ Theft Counterfeiting 

9TH 14,011 wh 016 176 50 616 937 3,162 33 385 

AK 221 7 5 14 12 41 : 3 
AZ 1,852 48 70 56 i) 67 75 270 2 22 
CA.N 1,651 5 98 8 6 103 227 369 4 57 
CAE 1,342 2 91 10 3 72 99 260 1 15 
CAC 4,126 13 313 22 2 219 185 1,160 7 155 
CAS 1,507 1 69 7 3 61 48 205 3 20 
HI 389 . 13 9 3 §3 13 72 2 7 
iD 195 2 5 4 3 12 14 43 5 
mT 429 10 5 24 4 22 30 61 1 4 
NV 787 4 42 10 5 32 42 262 4 45 
OR 819 5 102 2 5 47 50 150 6 8 
WA,E 325 4 14 1 5 13 24 40 7 
WA,W 1,051 5 82 18 2 55 106 203 3 27 
GUAM 199 . 5 . . 47 10 23 . 9 
NMI 18 . . . . 1 2 3 . 1 
10TH 3,619 Md 161 61 21 267 238 873 32 102 

co 896 6 35 12 6 61 42 221 2 20 
KS 548 4 21 3 3 57 26 135 2 14 
NM 724 21 32 20 4 37 25 76 2 17 
OK,N 349 2 19 1 14 41 127 10 15 
OK.E 179 1 6 2 3 13 4 49 7 4 
OK,W 491 2 26 4 46 44 124 6 16 
UT 520 6 22 16 5 33 41 116 3 16 
WY 112 3 6 10 25 
11TH 11,561 39 351 62 33 764 562 2,415 106 45° 

ALN 867 1 29 6 5 95 55 179 7 50 
AL.M 417 . 10 6 3 75 25 89 1 28 
ALS 552 3 10 6 1 38 29 149 4 24 
FL.N 625 1 25 3 1 43 27 106 4 13 
FL.M 2,530 13 111 8 8 118 132 608 10 103 
FL,S 3,720 13 60 16 3 110 132 725 24 125 
GA,N 1,576 4 69 5 4 120 97 356 38 84 
GA.M 699 3 17 6 7 99 30 93 5 16 
GA,S 565 1 20 6 1 56 25 110 13 10 
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Table E-3. (Continued) 
General Offenses (Continued) _ Special Offenses 
Weapons Liquor, 
Drug and immigration Internal Postal 
Circuit and District Laws Firearms Traffic Other Laws Revenue Laws Other 

9TH 5,169 628 504 748 477 1 107 611 
AK 71 1 12 16 1 : 1 27 
AZ 767 79 85 122 46 7 127 
CA,N 447 38 72 69 23 25 100 
CAE 431 34 131 97 33 1 3 59 
CAC 1,271 95 81 144 254 . 30 175 
CAS 792 34 3 56 85 . 27 93 
HI 134 16 H 33 9 17 
iD 58 1 5 y 24 
MT 161 40 1 37 1 28 
NV 186 38 44 48 4 1 20 
OR 316 46 2 32 1 2 35 
WA.E 141 38 2 14 2 :; 20 
WA,W 315 32 58 50 2 11 82 
GUAM 63 15 17 6 4 
NMI 6 1 4 

10TH 1,179 215 119 231 39 . 26 213 
co 313 37 32 39 6 i 56 
KS 160 35 17 32 4 31 
NM 331 33 14 54 22 2 34 
OK,N 59 30 1 21 :, : 9 
OK.E 48 14 4 1 , : . “ 
OK,W 103 21 21 39 1 . 5 33 
UT 125 35 30 31 9 30 
wy 40 10 4 2 12 

11TH 4,769 425 431 595 45 3 30 488 
AL.N 263 31 53 46 1 . 4 42 
AL.M 129 21 12 12 . . : 6 
AL,S 211 34 1 19 . 1 22 
FL.N 265 29 46 32 . 1 29 
FL.M 1,056 89 35 124 10 9 96 
FL.S 2,037 124 2 176 24 : 7 143 
GA,N 509 42 28 101 “ 3 6 102 
GA.M 143 31 167 57 . . 2 23 
GA,S 156 24 87 28 2 ! = 


NOTE A REVIEW OF THE PROBATION STATISTICAL DATABASE IN 1995 IDENTIFIED AND CLOSED CASE RECORDS THAT HAD BEEN CODED INCORRECTLY 
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Table E-4, 


Federal Probation System—Probationers Received From Judges for Supervision, by Length of Term, 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Term of Supervision (in Months) 


60 Average Percent to be 
Total or Term Supervised 
Circult and District Probation 1-6 7-11 12 13-23 24 25 - 35 36 37 - 59 More (mos.) 2 Years or More 

TOTAL. 9,226 83 13 746 108 1,671 37 3,605 505 2,368 38 69.7 
pc 166 1 . 18 7 26 2 53 8 51 38 84.3 

18ST 297 a 1 37 a 99 1 101 5 45 32 64.5 
ME 17 . . . 10 4 3 33 100.0 
MA 125 2 1 19 2 51 38 1 11 28 80.8 
NH 41 1 1 1 ’ 18 1 9 36 92.7 
RI 16 2 3 3 1 7 42 87.5 
PR 98 1 15 1 25 1 38 2 15 32 82.7 

2ND 1,308 12 . 85 13 203 3 563 66 363 39 91.6 
cT 84 5 3 11 42 2 21 38 90.5 
NY,N 114 17 1 46 39 1 29 84.2 
NYE 518 6 28 4 36 2 205 24 213 43 92.7 
NY.S 480 6 26 4 100 1 217 34 92 37 92.5 
NY W 102 8 1 9 55 6 23 39 91.2 
vT 10 1 1 5 3 39 90.0 

3RD 697 6 . 56 7 98 2 272 ay 207 39 90.1 
DE 14 1 7 3 3 42 92.9 
NJ 210 2 5 1 14 1 96 20 71 43 96.2 
PAE 264 1 8 5 28 1 98 21 102 43 94.7 
PAM 73 2 20 36 12 1 2 23 69.9 
PA,W 121 1 16 1 20 54 3 26 35 85.1 
vi 15 6 5 1 3 32 60.0 

4TH 935 18 2 78 14 202 3 367 50 201 a3 88.0 
MD 115 2 1 13 12 35 2 37 4 9 29 75.7 
NCE 103 3 9 1 13 28 6 43 42 87.4 
NC.M 47 5 20 1 17 41 91.5 
NC .W 114 4 1 6 17 36 15 35 40 90.4 
SC 161 3 ) 18 82 8 41 39 92.5 
VA.E 222 3 22 1 87 79 3 27 31 88.3 
VA.W 83 11 17 1 45 4 5 32 86.7 
WV.N 33 1 3 3 12 1 13 42 87.9 
WV.S 57 2 1 7 28 8 11 39 94.7 
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Table E-4. (Continued) 


Term of Supervision (in Months) 


60 Average Percent to be 
Total or Term Supervised 
Circuit and District Probation 1-6 7-11 12 13-23 24 25 - 35 36 37 - 59 More (mos.) 2 Years or More 
5TH 1,000 v 3 41 6 108 4 379 71 
LAE 78 1 4 17 27 5 
LAM 37 2 2 1 15 8 
LA,W 75 3 4 1 13 1 24 6 
MS,N 43 2 7 22 
MS.S 50 1 8 2 3 1 18 2 
TX,N 219 2 6 1 24 77 15 
TX.E 48 1 4 22 2 
TX.S 214 1 1 4 10 1 96 21 
TX,W 236 2 1 12 28 78 12 
6TH 871 4 2 101 7 232 3 376 27 
KY,E 53 7 20 19 1 
KY,W 60 1 8 2 12 3 21 1 
MIE 166 1 14 27 93 11 
MI,W 47 6 22 17 1 
OH,N 171 1 17 1 68 63 5 
OH,S 126 2 19 34 53 
TNE 128 1 1 14 1 14 69 2 
TN,M 39 2 4 7 16 3 
T™N.W 81 1 1 12 3 28 25 3 
7TH 458 2 : 33 6 97 - 174 34 
IL,N 215 12 1 40 75 20 
IL,C 36 2 5 2 9 4 1 
ILS 27 3 2 16 3 
IN,N 74 4 1 21 31 3 
IN.S 37 3 11 14 3 
WIE 60 4 2 14 26 3 
Wiw 9 2 3 1 
8TH 620 5 ° 67 5 164 6 237 50 
AR.E 48 1 9 36 1 
AR.W 35 4 9 22 
1A.N 22 8 8 5 1 
\A,S 26 3 10 13 
MN 79 1 6 18 3 27 5 
MO,E 83 1 10 39 26 4 
MO,W 129 1 3 25 48 23 
NE 53 1 3 8 20 4 
ND 78 1 25 1 26 21 
SD 67 4 4 12 3 19 12 
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Table E-4. (Continued) 


Term of Supervision (in Months) 


60 Average Percent to be 
Total or Term Supervised 
Circuit and District Probation 1-6 7-11 12 13-23 24 25-35 36 37 - 59 More (mos.) 2 Years or More 

9TH 1,423 7 3 119 7 174 8 589 60 456 40 90.4 
AK 18 1 7 1 1 1 7 34 55.6 
AZ 254 10 21 2 92 8 121 46 96.1 
CA,N 156 1 1 8 1 20 3 70 4 48 40 92.9 
CAE 110 18 12 56 24 36 83.6 
CA,C 287 4 1 53 1 140 11 77 40 98.3 
CA,S 103 2 2 12 46 10 31 4) 96.1 
HI 36 3 2 9 3 19 47 91.7 
ID 28 1 1 13 3 10 44 96.4 
MT 71 1 6 2 7 1 45 1 8 35 87.3 
NV 112 1 1 4 1 10 39 13 43 44 93.8 
OR 74 1 3 4 29 1 36 46 94.6 
WA,E 43 1 13 10 11 5 3 28 67.4 
WA,W 66 1 4 1 1 26 23 40 92.4 
GUAM 63 1 36 10 1 5 21 413 
NMI 2 1 1 48 100.0 

10TH §31 4 1 15 126 . 213 20 103 35 87.0 
co 98 1 11 3 16 32 2 33 38 84.7 
KS 79 5 2 27 36 9 32 91.1 
NM 130 1 14 7 28 59 19 33 83.1 
OK,N 60 1 1 3 23 25 46 96.7 
OK, ! 17 3 7 3 4 32 82.4 
OK,W 32 1 7 9 9 2 4 30 75.0 
UT 85 2 4 27 37 7 8 33 92.9 
WY 30 4 2 9 14 1 28 80.0 

11TH 920 6 1 62 17 142 5 371 65 251 39 90.7 
AL,N 97 2 4 18 1 39 7 26 39 93.8 
AL,M 47 10 8 15 2 12 35 78.7 
AL,S 61 1 5 22 33 47 98.4 
FL,N 48 . 3 1 4 24 4 12 40 91.7 
FL.M 216 2 24 3 47 3 80 11 46 35 86.6 
FL,S 265 3 1 16 8 49 121 24 43 36 89.4 
GA,N 115 1 1 7 1 42 5 58 47 98.3 
GA,M 51 4 23 12 9 40 92.2 
GA,S 20 1 1 5 12 47 90.0 


NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS 
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Table E-7, 


Federal Probation System—Persons Removed From Supervision 
Without Violation and With Violation, by Type, During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


No Violation 
Early Termination Term Expired Other 
Total 
Type of Supervision Removed Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent 
TOTAL 94,734 25,097 «74,7 4,214 12.1 21,442 61.7 261 0.8 
FROM COURTS 
JUDGE PROBATION 10,689 9,280 86.8 1,434 13.4 7,793 72.9 53 0.5 
U.S. MAGISTRATE 
JUDGE PROBATION 6,501 5,324 81.9 699 10.8 4,600 70.8 25 0.4 
FROM INSTITUTIONS 
FEDERAL PAROLE 2,801 1630 582 638 22.8 988 35.3 4 0.1 
MANDATORY RELEASE 1,312 4 727 78 5.9 869 66.2 7 0.5 
MILITARY PAROLE 341 280 82.1 32 94 248 72.7 0 0.0 
SPECIAL PAROLE TERM 1,213 878 72.4 357 29.4 517 42.6 4 0.3 
TERM OF SUPERVISED RELEASE 11,877 7591 639 976 8.2 6,427 64.1 188 16 
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Table E-7. (Continued) 


With Violation 
Technical Violation? Minor Violation? Major Violation‘ 
__ Type of Supervision Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent 
TOTAL 8,797 25.3 6,120 17.6 17 2,085 6.0 
FROM COURTS 
JUDGE PROBATION 1,409 13.2 1,021 9.6 90 0.8 29R 28 
U.S. MAGISTRATE 
JUDGE PROBATION 1,177 18.1 883 13.6 136 2.1 158 2.4 
FROM INSTITUTIONS 
FEDERAL PAROLE 1,171 41.8 760 27.1 81 2.9 330 11.8 
MANDATORY RELEASE 358 27.3 224 17.1 20 1.5 114 8.7 
MILITARY PAROLE 61 17.9 31 9.1 6 1.8 24 7.0 
SPECIAL PAROLE TERM 335 27.6 234 19.3 19 1.6 82 6.8 
TERM OF SUPERVISED RELEASE 4,286 36.1 2,976 25.1 231 1.9 1,079 9.1 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS, RE-RELEASES, AND DECEASED PERSONS. 
‘ DEPORTED, RELEASED TO MILITARY, HOSPITALIZED, RELEASED FROM SUPERVISION DURING APPEAL, AND OTHER REASONS FOR REMOVAL NOT CONSTITUTING VIOLATIONS OR NEW OFFENSES 


* VIOLATIONS OF THE CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION OTHER THAN CONVICTIONS FOR NEW OFFENSES. 


* CONVICTIONS FOR OFFENSES SUCH AS DRUNK DRIVING, DISORDERLY CONDUCT, PETTY THEFT, TRAFFIC VIOLATION, ETC. FOR WHICH SENTENCE IS 90 DAYS OR LESS IMPRISONMENT, ONE YEAR OR LESS 


PROBATION, OR A FINE. 


* INVOLVEMENT IN OR CONVICTION OF NEW MAJOR OFFENSES, INCLUDING ABSCONDED FROM CUSTODY, ARRESTED ON ANOTHER CHARGE, OR CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TO MORE THAN 90 DAYS 
IMPRISONMENT OR MORE THAN ONE YEAR PROBATION. 
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Table F, 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts—Bankruptcy Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1994, and 1995 


Filings Terminations Pending 

Percent Percent Percent 

Clroult and District 1904 1905 Change 1904 1906 Change 1904" 19095 Change 
TOTAL 637,707 003,467 6.5 860,771 002,706 2.6 1,110,428 = ‘1,101,000 f 
oc 1,965 1,476 8 1,460 1,679 16.0 1,616 1,419 12.6 
18T 20,730 30,406 23 31,082 32,077 6.1 43,706 41,194 6.9 
ME 1,783 2,016 13.1 1,649 1,776 4.0 2,244 2,484 10.7 
MA 14,581 14,431 1.0 16,710 16,030 43 14,272 13,673 42 
NH 3,177 3,099 2.5 2,913 4,403 61.2 4,392 3,088 29,7 
Ri 3,047 3,174 42 2,907 3,259 12.1 2,488 2,403 34 
PR 7,142 7,686 76 7,703 8,509 10.5 20,309 19,486 4.1 
2ND 56,080 50,401 4.5 54,504 62,074 13.8 73,394 70,781 35 
CT 6,581 8,739 18 8,896 8,452 6.0 8,189 6,476 3.5 
NY.N 8,351 9,273 11.0 7,829 9,161 17.0 * 11,872 11,084 9 
NYE 21,332 22,234 42 19,498 21,853 12.1 24,100 24,481 16 
NYS 11,275 10,913 3.2 10,681 14,433 35.1 17,871 14,351 “19.7 
NY,W 6,615 7,354 11.2 6,742 7,279 8.0 10,742 10,817 7 
vT 796 978 22.9 918 896 24 560 642 14.6 
3RD 45,107 51,245 13.6 46,032 52,224 18.5 57,498 66,519 47 
DE 1,220 1,544 26.6 1,023 1,249 22.1 3,260 3,555 9.0 
NJ 23,597 26,428 12.0 23,218 28,583 23.1 30,192 28,037 7.1 
PA.E 10,867 12,467 14.7 11,176 12,249 9.6 13,464 13,682 1.6 
PA.M 3,960 4,603 16.2 4,888 4,155 “15.0 5,093 5,541 8.8 
PAW 5,403 6,141 13.7 5,673 5,939 47 5,342 5,544 3.8 
vi 60 62 3.3 54 49 9.3 147 160 8.8 
4TH 62,561 69,270 10.7 63,692 68,178 7.0 88,253 80,345 1.2 

MD 15,405 16,919 9.8 17,388 16,924 2.7 19,489 19,484 . 

NC,E 5,657 6,046 6.9 4,685 5,422 15.7 8,882 9,506 7.0 
NC.M 4,294 4,753 10.7 4,263 4,877 14.4 11,746 11,622 > | 
NCW 3,315 3,814 15.1 3,862 4,006 3.7 10,929 10,737 -18 
sc 6,400 7,152 11.8 5,969 6,787 13.7 10,746 114,111 3.4 
VALE 18,260 20,006 9.6 18,464 19,857 7.5 16,862 17,011 g 
VA.W 5,598 6,700 19.7 5,411 6,196 14.5 5,262 5,766 9.6 
WV,N 1,316 1,442 9.6 1,326 1,342 1.2 1,400 1,500 7.1 
WV.S 2,316 2.438 5.3 2,324 2,767 19.1 2,937 2,608 “11.2 
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& Table F. (Continued) 
Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
Ciroult and District 1904 1006 Change 1904 1006 Change 1004" 1006 Change 

6TH 63,503 70,722 1.2 64,068 66,704 a7 110,080 116,016 46 
LAE 4480 4,606 71 4,007 4,706 19 6,628 6.638 2 
LAM 1,408 1,608 6.0 1444 1,607 17.6 3,266 4,166 33 
LAW 6,371 7,403 17.6 6,622 6,020 6.3 11,904 12,067 139.8 
MS,N 3,367 3,704 13.0 3,662 3,73) 19 6,101 6,264 12 
MSS 6,506 7,218 10.9 7,409 7,665 5.0 10,621 0,074 6.1 
TX,N 16,114 16,771 43 14,637 16,601 5.9 26,107 26,377 10 
TX.E 4,634 6,779 27.5 3,067 3,043 4 7,693 9,629 239 
TXS 11,703 13,174 11.7 11,084 11,006 7 20,860 22,128 6.1 
TX,W 9,931 11,109 11.9 10,386 10,425 4 18,611 10,106 37 

6TH 101,700 106,602 48 102,142 106,763 46 160,423 160,242 «1 
KY.E 6,328 6,022 13.0 5,804 5,070 12.7 7,655 6,607 12.4 
KYW 6,428 7,612 16.9 6,332 7,383 16.6 6,667 6,796 19 
MIE 16,090 16,545 28 15,809 14,902 6.2 19,627 21,380 78 
MI.WwW 6,385 6,954 89 6,336 6,913 91 6,105 6,146 5 
OH,N 15,380 15,826 29 17,059 15,685 6.1 17,133 17,274 8 
On.S 16,695 17,024 2.0 16,862 17,087 67 27,862 26,899 3.5 
TNE 9,782 10,467 7.0 8,808 10,945 243 20,348 19,870 24 
TN.M 9,076 9,181 1.2 6,647 11,799 36.5 21,542 18,924 12.2 
TN.W 16,536 17,071 3.2 16,485 16,009 2.9 30,284 31,346 35 

7TH 70,724 75,532 6.8 76,670 77,062 1.9 60,620 68,000 -2.2 
I1L,N 28,764 29,474 2.5 33,522 31,846 5.0 30,954 26,582 77 
IL.C 6,286 7,196 13.5 6,165 8,634 40.0 7,075 §,577 212 
iL.S 3,358 4,048 20.5 3,371 3,933 16.7 3,606 3,721 3.2 
INN 7,920 8,436 6.5 8,860 8,171 78 8,037 8,302 3.3 
IN.S 13,958 14,331 2.7 13,917 13,440 3.4 10,843 11,734 6.2 
Wie 6,974 8,023 15.0 6,873 7,278 “18.0 5,587 6,332 13.3 
Wwi,W 3,464 4,084 17.9 3,862 3,750 2.9 3,418 3,752 98 

8TH 46,353 61,032 10.1 49,200 40,774 10 66,728 67,006 2.2 
ARE 4,052 5,493 35.6 4,567 4,433 2.9 7,601 6,661 13.9 
AR W 2,600 3,111 19.7 2,496 2,809 12.5 3,570 3,872 8.5 
\A.N 2,114 2,446 15.7 2,137 2,307 8.0 1,512 1,651 9.2 
1A.S 3,266 3,769 15.4 3,502 3,473 «8 2,602 2,898 11.4 
MN 13,827 14,400 41 14,368 14,106 1.8 17,827 18,121 16 
MOE 7,857 8,747 11.3 8,012 9,607 19.9 11,874 11,014 7.3 
MO,W 6,719 6,849 1.9 6,997 6,739 3.7 4,737 4,847 2.3 
NE 3,527 3,610 2.4 4,548 3,833 -15.7 5,252 5,029 43 
ND 1,145 1,249 9.1 1,217 1,173 3.6 722 798 10.5 
sD 1,246 1,358 9.0 1,455 1,294 11.1 1,031 1,095 6.2 


Table F. (Continued) 
Filinge Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
Ciroult and District 1904 1005 Change 1904 1005 Change 1904" 1906 Change 

oTw 207,047 207,146 oe] 226,034 220,768 as 237,603 223,060 6.7 
AK HOoo 920 69 999 949 5.0 1,264 1,244 16 
AZ 16,149 16,106 69 10,655 19,076 209 23,226 26,946 01 
CAN 26,420 26,227 6 26,272 27,978 63 96,194 32,083 6.1 
CAE 21,014 22,064 48 24,004 22,761 6.2 20,867 20,960 5 
CAC 84,021 60,273 6.5 04,780 90,319 47 80,684 70,638 12.6 
CAS 14,268 19,773 34 16,120 19,111 186.6 22,966 17,618 23.3 
HI 1,666 1846 17.9 1,763 1,796 40 1,226 1,396 9.0 
10 3,917 3,001 17.3 3,614 3,676 17 4,996 6,211 43 
MI 1,001 2,186 16.6 1,030 2,064 6.4 2,116 2,246 62 
NV 7,446 7,612 22 8,631 7,720 126 10,682 10,474 1.0 
OR 12,708 13,667 68 12,979 13,287 73 16,290 16,570 17 
WA. 3,396 3,024 17.6 3,870 3,789 21 3,470 3,605 39 
WA,w 14,084 16,790 12.2 13,665 14,854 87 14,727 16,672 64 
GUAM 53 47 41.3 45 49 8.9 63 61 3.2 
NMI 5 12 140.0 4 9 12.5 13 16 23.1 

10TH 45,000 47,630 6.6 47,871 47,467 7m 62,620 62,002 a 
co 12,993 13,240 19 14,610 14,637 it 14,184 12,787 99 
KS 7,045 8,754 11.6 7,947 8,900 12.0 11,320 11,174 41.3 
NM 3,500 3,931 12.3 3,525 3,572 13 3,976 4,335 9.0 
OK,.N 3,908 4,009 26 4,739 3,605 -23.9 4,495 4,899 9.0 
OK.E 1,620 1,807 11.5 1,562 1,727 10.6 1,128 1,208 74 
OK,W 7,969 7,634 36 6,805 7,200 5.8 8,599 9,033 5.0 
uT 6,595 6,987 5.9 7,395 6,483 12.3 7,601 8,305 6.5 
wy 1,170 1,177 6 1,288 1,343 43 1,317 1,151 12.6 

11TH 106,667 112,007 6.7 106,067 108,036 2.8 160,848 164,809 3.1 
AL.N 16,230 16,867 3.9 15,813 15,623 1.2 33,866 35,110 3.7 
ALM 4,852 4,959 2.2 5,007 5,081 1.5 10,191 10,069 12 
ALS 2,602 3,372 29.6 2,041 2,331 14.2 3,444 4,485 30.2 
FL.N 2,308 2,444 5.9 2,279 2,420 6.2 2,377 2,401 1.0 
FL.M 25,163 26,272 44 26,366 25,689 26 23,493 24,076 2.5 
FLS 14,876 15,543 45 15,388 16,065 44 12,777 12,255 41 
GA.N 25,503 25,878 1.5 24,200 24,924 3.0 40,181 41,135 24 
GA.M 8,432 9,787 16.1 7,681 8,927 16.2 17,774 18,634 4.8 
GA,S 6,901 7,875 14.1 6,282 6,976 11.0 15,745 16,644 5.7 
* REVISED 
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Table F-2. 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts—Business and Nonbusiness Cases Commenced, by Chapter of the Bankruptcy Code, 
During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Cireult Total Total 
and Total Chapter Chapter | Chapter Chapter | Business| Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Nonbusiness | Chapter Chapter Chapter 
District Filings 7 "1 12 19 Filings’ 7 "1 12 19 Filings 7 1 19 


TOTAL 663,467 606,260 12,630 663 271,660 61,042 26,800 8=— 11, 168 683 10,166 632,416 560,460 1,471 261,404 


oc 1,476 035 67 . 474 103 40 56 . 5 1,373 906 Z) 469 

18T 30,406 20,606 796 4 6,080 1,780 940 693 4 143 26,626 10,746 43 6,037 
ME 2,016 1,737 27 . 252 281 196 26 . 59 1,736 1,641 1 193 
MA 14,431 11,431 520 3 2,477 1,079 504 506 3 66 13,352 10,927 14 2,411 
NH 3,099 2,639 37 1 222 93 53 37 1 2 3,006 2,786 . 220 
Al 3,174 2,973 32 . 169 148 113 30 . 5 3,026 2,660 2 164 
PR 7,686 1,706 120 . 5,860 179 74 94 . 1 7,507 1,632 26 5,849 

2ND 60,401 46,068 1,677 42 11,769 3,496 1666 0=— («1,946 42 438 55,096 44,413 231 11,961 
cT 8,739 7,387 168 4 1,180 206 91 107 4 4 8,533 7,296 61 1,176 
NY,.N 9,2°3 7,589 91 24 1,568 679 411 88 24 155 8,594 7,178 3 1,413 
NYE 22,234 16,086 493 1 5,653 747 297 398 1 50 21,487 15,789 95 §,603 
NYS 10,913 8,722 711 2 1,465 925 244 646 2 20 9,988 6,478 65 1,445 
NY.W 7,354 5,424 88 7 1,835 776 501 84 7 184 6,578 4,923 4 1,651 
vT 978 860 26 4 88 163 111 23 4 25 815 749 3 63 

3RO 51,245 34,038 1,412 33 14,862 9,296 1672 3=—s ‘1,178 33 353 48,000 93,266 234 14,609 
DE 1,544 990 154 . 400 189 39 150 . . 1,355 951 4 400 
NJ 26,428 18,137 650 5 7,636 1,252 665 478 5 104 25,176 17,472 172 7,532 
PAE 12,467 6,951 338 4 5,174 640 282 301 4 53 11,827 6,669 37 §,121 
PA.M 4,603 3,736 107 12 748 621 361 104 12 144 3,982 3,375 3 604 
PA.W 6,141 5,090 153 12 886 515 318 135 12 50 5,626 4,772 18 836 
vi 62 34 10 . 18 19 7 10 . 2 43 27 . 16 

4TH 69,270 44,714 1,097 37 23,422 3,967 2,260 990 37 700 66,283 42,464 107 22,722 
MD 16,919 12,109 384 5 4,421 1,356 TEs 371 5 226 15,563 11,355 13 4,195 
NCE 6,046 2,449 57 10 3,530 415 186 53 10 166 5,631 2,263 4 3,364 
NC.M 4,753 1,190 37 1 3,525 183 132 37 1 13 4,570 1,058 - 3,512 
NCW 3,814 1,501 42 1 2,270 92 49 42 1 . 3,722 1,452 . 2,270 
sc 7,152 3,594 150 6 3,402 330 145 116 6 63 6,822 3,449 34 3,339 
VA.E 20,006 14,825 317 7 4,857 774 391 266 7 110 19,232 14,434 51 4,747 
VA.W 6,700 5,598 50 5 1,047 513 389 48 5 71 6,187 5,209 2 976 
WV,.N 1,442 1,308 28 1 105 142 97 26 1 18 1,300 1,211 2 87 
WvV,.S 2,438 2,140 32 1 265 182 117 31 1 33 2,256 2,023 1 232 
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Table F-2. (Continued) 


ee — —_—— re, ae —— = - 
Cireuit Total Total 

end Total Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Gusiness| Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Nonbusinese | Chapter | Chapter | Chapter 

District | Filings ’ " 12 9 Filings’ 7 " 12 9 Filings 7 " 19 
6TH 70,722 36,245 1,074 97 33,302 4,106 1,063 060 07 1,163 66,617 34,262 106 32,140 
LAE 4,806 2,879 66 1,067 100 54 6A 4.697 2,019 1 1,867 
LAM 1688 1,072 21 , avs aw a1 20 : ‘ 1,642 1,061 490 
LAW 7,403 9,978 83 a7 4,026 410 aaa 63 27 108 7,073 9,156 9,017 
M8.N 3,704 2,205 29 " 1,401 190 70 29 a 32 3.664 2,216 1,449 
MS 5 7,218 4,256 60 2 2,000 146 Aa 6 2 ’ 7,072 4,172 7 2,003 
TX,N 16,771 8,125 268 a7 7,961 1,606 725 260 27 584 14,175 7,400 Mn 6,767 
TE 5,770 2.406 83 19 3,191 614 202 6 19 215 5,265 2,204 4 2,976 
XS 19,174 6,413 323 M 6,427 627 266 265 " 86 12.547 6,147 58 6,342 
1x,W 11,109 5,287 178 m 6,565 627 239 162 " 17 10,582 6,118 16 6,448 
6TH 106,502 64,065 631 60 40,716 3,662 1,040 760 60 702 103,020 63,026 " 39,924 
KY.e 6,022 6,112 a6 7 868 258 155 a9 7 63 5,764 4,987 2 805 
KYW 7,612 5,680 53 10 1,769 214 118 62 10 a4 7.298 5,562 ' 1,798 
MILE 16,545 12,149 243 7 4,142 $53 268 230 17 38 15,992 11,876 13 4,104 
MI.W 6,954 6,126 75 22 1,790 494 283 1 22 114 6,460 4,843 1,616 
OH.N 15,826 12,992 99 9 3,326 567 336 9 9 128 16,259 12,087 a 3,108 
OH,S 17,024 12,292 95 10 4,687 546 330 90 10 116 16,478 11,002 ‘ 4,671 
TNE 10,467 4,680 29 ? 5,751 497 160 27 7 143 10,130 4,520 2 5.608 
TNM 9,181 4,147 116 ‘ 4,913 982 178 9) 5 108 8,799 3,969 25 4.805 
TN.W 17,071 3,453 86 2 13,530 231 113 68 2 48 16,840 3,940 18 13,482 
7TH 76,832 60,425 616 = 102 14,388 9,817 2,962 679 s«102 472 72,016 58,063 6 13,016 
LN 29,474 22,442 289 { 6.740 872 547 268 { 54 28,602 21,895 21 6.686 
LC 7,196 6,182 35 27 892 401 287 33 27 54 6,735 5,895 2 838 
iL,S 4,048 2,894 21 r 1,185 377 264 21 " 84 3,671 2,570 : 1,101 
IN.N 8,496 7,173 64 7 1,192 344 224 58 7 55 8,092 6,949 6 1,137 
INS 14,931 11,778 128 13 2,412 496 263 123 13 ” 13,835 11,495 4 2,395 
WIE 8,023 6,489 32 a 1,496 366 265 31 , 64 7,657 6,224 1,432 
WikW 4,084 3,527 46 40 471 661 492 45 40 84 3,423 3,035 387 
6TH 61,032 36,050 330 196 14,464 3,805 314 195 796 47,227 33,563 16 13,658 
ARE 5,493 2,346 22 10 3,109 247 119 25 10 99 5,246 2,233 3 3,010 
AR.W 3,111 1,997 23 14 1,076 170 83 21 14 51 2,941 1,914 2 1,025 
1A,N 2,446 2,331 15 9 91 240 190 14 9 27 2,206 2,141 ; 64 
iA,S 3,769 3,237 23 5 504 296 225 21 5 45 3,473 3,012 2 459 
MN 14,400 10,104 94 22 4,180 1,861 1,291 94 22 454 12,539 8,813 3,726 
MO,E 8,747 5,079 43 3 3,622 230 159 40 3 28 8,517 4,920 3 3.594 
MO,W 6,849 5,635 78 24 1111 289 166 74 24 24 6,560 5,469 4 1,087 
NE 3,610 2,912 17 53 627 216 111 16 53 35 3,394 2,801 , 592 
ND 1,249 1,183 2 20 a4 101 73 2 20 6 “148 1,110 :; 38 
SD 1,358 1,226 7 35 90 155 86 7 35 27 1,203 1,140 63 
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Tabie F-2. (Continued) 


Circult Total Total 
and Total Chapter Chapter | Chapter Chapter | Business| Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Chapter Nonbusiness | Chapter Chapter Chapter 
District Filings 7 "1 12 13 Filings’ 7 "1 12 13 Filings 7 "1 13 

OTH 207,146 158,676 3,307 137 45,022 16,406 0,730 2,626 137 3,702 100,737 146,036 461 41,320 
AK 929 793 35 . 101 150 88 32 . 30 779 705 3 71 
AZ 15,196 11,431 381 4 3,380 975 431 337 4 203 14,221 11,000 44 3,177 
CAN 25,227 18,030 422 10 6,765 2,499 1,204 335 10 860 22,728 16,736 87 5,905 
CAE 22,864 17,833 229 32 4,770 2,478 1,524 210 32 712 20,386 16,309 19 4,058 
CA,C 80,273 64,165 1,439 8 14,659 6,848 4,566 1,208 8 1,064 73,425 59,599 231 13,595 
CAS 13,773 10,011 173 3 3,585 326 181 124 3 17 13,447 9,830 49 3,568 
HI 1,846 1,683 44 1 118 151 102 38 1 10 1,695 1,581 6 108 
iD 3,891 2,662 30 26 1,173 381 164 28 26 163 3,510 2,498 2 1,010 
MT 2,185 1,788 20 24 353 170 79 18 24 49 2,015 1,709 2 304 
NV 7,612 5,575 160 1 1,875 381 161 150 1 68 7,231 5,414 10 1,807 
OR 13,567 9,511 62 5 3,989 789 452 61 5 271 12,778 9,059 1 3,718 
WAE 3,924 3,199 67 20 638 367 186 65 20 96 3,557 3,013 2 542 
WA.W 15,799 11,959 242 3 3,595 873 501 217 3 152 14,926 11,458 25 3,443 
GUAM 47 25 1 21 12 4 1 7 35 21 14 
NMI 12 10 2 8 6 2 4 4 

10TH 47,539 36,683 416 60 10,361 2,550 1,586 3903 60 491 44,069 35,007 2? 9,870 
co 13,240 10,500 107 14 2,619 597 419 103 14 61 12,643 10,081 4 2,558 
KS 8,754 6,766 92 28 1,868 422 237 81 28 76 8,332 6,529 11 1,792 
NM 3,931 2,907 39 1 984 322 162 37 1 122 3,609 2,745 2 862 
OK,N 4,009 3,247 53 2 707 420 285 52 2 81 3,589 2,962 1 626 
OK,E 1,807 1,603 10 8 186 114 82 10 8 14 1,693 1,521 172 
OK,W 7,634 6,226 38 21 1,349 336 224 38 21 53 7,298 6,002 . 1,296 
UT 6,987 4,371 60 1 2,555 231 113 57 1 60 6,756 4,258 3 2,495 
wy 1,177 1,063 16 5 93 108 64 15 5 24 1,069 999 1 69 

11TH 112,997 57,866 1,178 67 53,880 4,473 2,226 1,063 67 1,111 108,524 55,640 116 52,769 
AL,N 16,867 5,360 90 7 11,410 461 200 79 7 175 16,406 5,160 1 11,235 
ALM 4,959 1,651 12 3 3,293 206 105 12 3 86 4,753 1,546 . 3,207 
ALS 3,372 1,430 24 1,918 46 25 20 1 3,326 1,405 4 1,917 
FL.N 2,444 2,126 34 3 281 89 35 32 3 19 2,355 2,091 2 262 
FL.M 26,272 21,167 439 10 4,654 1,225 647 397 10 169 25,047 20,520 42 4,485 
FL,S 15,543 12,318 294 2 2,925 767 483 259 2 19 14,776 11,835 35 2,906 
GA,N 25,878 8,797 219 2 16,860 1,202 539 201 2 460 24,676 8,258 18 16,400 
GA,M 9,787 3,222 29 31 6,505 107 41 27 31 8 9,680 3,181 2 6,497 
GA,S 7,875 1,795 37 9 6,034 370 151 36 9 174 7,505 1,644 1 5,860 
* THESE FIGURES INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING CASES NOT REFLECTED ELSEWHERE: 
NY.N - SECTION304 =01 NY,E - SECTION 304 =01 NYS - SECTION304 =13 TX,S - CHAPTERS =03 
TX.W - SECTION304 == 01 Mi,.W - SECTION 304 = 01 IL,N SECTION 304 = 02 AR.W-CHAPTER9 = «= 01 
MO.W - CHAPTER 9 = 01 NE - CHAPTERS =01 CA.C - CHAPTERS = 02 CAS -CHAPTERS «01 
NV - SECTION304 == 01 FL.M - CHAPTER 9 = 01 FLM ~- SECTION 304 = 8 =01 FL.S - SECTION 304 = 04 
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Table F-8. 

U.S. Bankruptcy Courts—Adversary Proceedings Commenced, 
Terminated, and Pending Under the Bankruptcy Code 

During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Pending Pending 
Circuit and District Oct. 1, 1994 Filed Terminated Sept. 30, 1995 

TOTAL 112,623 68,718 76,802 104,539 
DC 241 113 261 93 

18T 3,306 1,952 2,067 ?' 3,191 
ME 256 183 165 274 
MA 2,116 1,188 1,248 2,056 
NH 225 217 256 186 
Ri 257 215 229 243 
PR 452 149 169 432 

2ND 10,447 6,784 6,980 10,251 
CT 2,305 616 1,049 1,872 
NY,N 808 574 498 884 
NY,E 1,695 1,509 1,262 1,942 
NY,S 5,299 3,083 3,353 5,029 
NY,W 295 902 731 466 
VT 45 100 87 58 

3RD 5,336 6,208 6,103 5,441 
DE 166 392 302 256 
NJ 2,932 2,094 2,326 2,700 
PA,E 910 1,928 1,620 1,218 
PA.M 809 1,185 1,232 762 
PA,W 472 595 617 450 
7 47 14 6 55 

4TH §,923 4,043 4,417 5,549 
MD 2,074 1,134 1,242 1,966 
NC,E 264 355 293 326 
NC,M 289 164 198 255 
NC,W 743 298 472 569 
sc 191 344 352 183 
VA,E 1,332 1,002 1,141 1,193 
VA,W 435 431 361 505 
WV,N 203 119 126 196 
WV,S 392 196 232 356 
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Table F-8. (Continued) 


Peiiding Pending 
Circuit and District Oct, |, 1994 Filed Terminated Sept. 30, 1995 

5TH 6,898 4,889 5,270 6,517 
LA,E 624 259 310 573 
LA,M 206 86 94 198 
LA,W 632 248 327 553 
MS,N 397 349 323 423 
MS,S 463 474 475 462 
TX,N 1,541 1,183 1,538 1,186 
TX,E 303 391 346 348 
TX,S 1,838 1,192 1,239 1,791 
TX,W 894 707 618 983 

6TH 9,361 7,898 7,638 9,621 
KY,E 234 364 285 313 
MIE 1,755 1,438 1,247 1,946 
MI,wW 445 580 550 475 
OH,N 1,467 1,678 1,620 1,525 
OH,S 1,292 1,135 868 1,559 
TN,E 1,110 411 654 867 
TN,M 1,108 399 647 860 
TN,W 1,415 1,578 1,527 1,466 

7TH §,471 4,593 4,913 5,151 
IL,N 2,299 1,689 2,015 1,973 
IL,C 538 519 480 577 
ILS 162 508 485 185 
IN,N 684 462 481 665 
IN,S 1,056 719 741 1,034 
WIE 407 496 513 390 
wi,w 325 200 198 327 

8TH 3,552 3,254 3,619 3,187 
AR,E 330 293 325 298 
AR,W 317 193 303 207 
|A,N 339 185 231 293 
1A,S 212 174 247 139 
MN 839 788 966 661 
MO,E 640 872 777 735 
MO,W 340 360 344 356 
NE 388 227 278 337 
ND 27 81 68 40 
SD 120 81 80 121 
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Table F-8. (Continued) 


Pending Pending 
Circuit and District Oct, 1, 1994 Filed Terminated Sept. 30, 1995 

9TH 32,325 16,722 © 20,410 28,635 

AK 368 135 139 364 
AZ 2,020 1,229 1,443 1,806 
CA,N 4,983 2,477 2,376 5,084 
CAE 1,575 1,307 1,608 1,274 
CA,C 16,211 7,531 9,267 14,475 
CA,S 2,232 807 1,480 1,559 
HI 188 142 127 203 
ID 571 244 367 448 
MT 147 130 110 167 
NV 708 456 425 739 
OR 770 988 1,068 690 
WA,E 456 168 417 207 
WA,wW 2,077 1,100 1,574 1,603 
GUAM 17 6 9 14 
NMI 2 2 
10TH 5,918 3,054 3,886 5,086 

co 1,292 820 A 1,115 997 
KS 1,748 708 897 1,559 
NM 302 227 247 282 
OK,N 593 419 367 645 
OK,E 127 114 115 126 
OK,w 1,075 378 577 876 
UT 582 337 513 406 
wy 199 51 55 195 
11TH 23,847 9,208 11,238 21,817 

AL,N 1,473 3,178 3,057 1,594 
AL,M 80 218 176 122 
AL,S 180 252 311 121 
FL,N 133 160 115 178 
FL|M 18,263 1,721 3,683 16,301 
FL,S 1,044 1,746 1,610 1,180 
GA,N 1,879 1,118 1,335 1,662 
GA,M 298 372 370 300 
GA,S 497 443 581 359 
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Table G-1. 
U.S. Court of International Trade—Cases Filed and Terminated 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1994, and 1995 


Summary of Workload 1994 1995 increase/Decrease 
Cases Pending on October 1 2,370 2,402 32 
Total Cases Filed 797 1,543 746 
Total Cases Terminated 765 633 “132 

After trial, hearing, 
or submission 162 186 24 
After submission on agreed 
statement of facts 292 195 -97 
After dispositive order 68 44 -24 
After dismissal 243 208 -35 
Cases Pending on September 30 2,402 3,312 910 
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Table G-2A. 
U.S. Court of Federal Claims—Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Type of Case Pending October 1, 1994 Filed Terminated Pending September 30, 1995 
Total Cases 3,660 1,151 1,449 3,362 
Military pay 71 68 54 85 
Civilian pay 172 316 34 454 
Contract 565 277 290 552 
Native American 29 5 6 28 
INCC (transfer) 22 0 3 19 
Patent 25 G 8 26 
Tax 387 131 170 348 
CLA review 9 3 10 2 
Traneneratl 40 1 13 28 
onaerunen 31 43 48 26 
Miscellaneous 
Oil spill 
Declaratory judgments . ° ' ' 
(contract) 8 12 15 5 
Vaccine 
Compensation’ 2,108 185 743 1,550 


' THE VACCINE COMPENSATION CASES ARE RECE!VED PURSUANT TO 42 U.S.C. SECTION 300AA-1 ET SEQ. 
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Table G-2B. 


U.S. Court of Federal Clains—Judgments and Appeals 
for the Twelve-Month Peviod Ended September 30, 1995 


ATOR, 


Judgment Amounts 


Amount claimed in fiscal year 1995 filings $4,770,450 
Number of cases terminated 1,449 
Judgments for plaintiffs/petitioners* $1,123,728,302 
Amount of above judgments for plaintiffs carrying interest $193,435,568 
Judgments on defendants’ counterclaims or oftseis $14,492,837 
Amount of above judgments for defendants on counterclaims or 
offsets cari, ing interest $4,386,377 
Appeals to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 
Appeals pending October 1, 1994 154 
Appeals filed October 1, 1964, to September 30, 1995 152 
Appeals terminated October 1, 1995, to September 30, 1994 139 
Affirmed 103 
Reversed (including those reversed in part) 7 
Appeals dismissed 29 
Appeals pending September 30, 1995 148 


* ANNUITY AMOUNTS INCLUDED WHEN AVAILABLE. JUDGMENT AMOUNTS ARE FOR ALL CASES RESOLVED IN FISCAL YEAR 1995, WHICH INCLUDE SOME 


CASES FILED IN PREVIOUS YEARS. 
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Table H-1. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act (PSA) 
Cases Activated for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Type of Case Activated 
PSA Total 
Cases Total Less indictment/ Material Transters Transters Pretrial 
Circuit and District Activated Transters Complaints | information Witness Superseding Other Received Out Diversions’ 

TOTAL 60,020 56,200 24,613 26,379 491 967 1,769 3,611 4,684 1,933 

18ST 1,605 1,768 §62 1,100 12 65 20 127 139 24 

ME 175 145 68 77 0 0 0 30 4 7 
MA 628 579 136 391 3 41 8 49 69 2 
NH 142 129 1 118 0 0 0 13 9 6 
Ri 196 189 94 91 0 0 4 7 22 0 
PR 754 726 253 423 9 24 17 28 35 9 
2ND 5,365 6,026 3,446 1,301 11 159 109 339 362 190 

CT 353 334 78 197 1 52 6 19 18 1 
NY,N 560 507 273 195 4 17 18 53 13 4 
NYE 1,967 1,860 1,608 204 0 19 29 107 163 114 
NY,S 1,829 1,711 1,275 321 6 "4 48 118 127 51 
NY,W 507 480 195 272 0 8 5 27 29 4 
vT 149 134 17 112 0 2 3 15 2 1 
3RD 3,400 3,207 1,193 1,930 4 24 56 193 258 239 

DE 147 134 22 78 0 16 18 13 13 4 
NJ 1,099 1,030 560 435 1 5 29 69 155 154 
PAE 1,045 991 309 672 1 3 6 54 48 17 
PA.M 361 336 41 292 1 0 2 25 14 37 
PAW 326 296 56 240 0 0 0 30 26 27 
Vi 422 420 205 213 1 0 1 2 2 0 
4TH 6,538 6,004 1,644 4,227 9 50 264 444 318 301 

MD 670 635 284 327 1 4 19 35 64 26 
NCE 920 863 152 688 0 19 4 57 34 70 
NC,M 450 408 80 294 0 1 33 42 40 23 
NC,W 853 779 185 565 1 13 15 74 36 4 
sc 1,180 1,103 213 820 2 2 66 77 57 52 
VA,E 1,420 1,335 431 887 4 2 11 85 55 110 
VA,W 424 379 106 263 0 6 4 45 21 7 
WV,N 186 168 1 165 0 0 2 18 1 2 
WV,.S 435 424 92 218 1 3 110 11 10 7 
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Table H-1. (Continued) 


Type of Case Activated 
PSA Total 
Cases Total Less Indictment | Materia: Transters | Traneters Pretrial 
Circuit and District Activated Transters Complaints | information| Witness | Superseding Other Received Out Diversions’ 

STH 6,445 7,842 2,008 4,300 70 283 101 603 700 272 

LAE 544 490 218 261 0 1 10 54 47 21 
LAM 115 112 23 87 0 0 2 3 8 12 
LA,W 300 26) 43 202 3 2 1 39 34 17 
MS,N 160 148 25 123 0 0 0 12 14 0 
MS,S 322 285 65 188 0 o) 23 37 26 15 
TX,N 1,206 1,069 405 658 0 0 6 137 107 78 
TX,E 587 502 83 342 2 45 30 85 28 17 
TX,S 2,502 2,382 1,390 924 26 30 12 120 321 18 
TX,W 2,709 2,593 746 1,605 39 196 7 116 124 94 
6TH 6,164 4,611 1,707 2,044 4 74 162 343 316 207 

KY.E 365 345 123 206 0 3 13 20 23 7 
KYW 310 300 39 206 0 1 54 10 17 17 
MILE 1,360 1,278 615 593 1 52 17 82 66 138 
MI,W 415 354 66 271 0 15 2 61 13 1 
OH,N 810 754 227 515 0 1 1 56 53 8 
OH,S 661 626 238 385 0 0 3 35 29 0 
TNE 460 437 127 292 0 0 18 23 42 5 
TN\M 248 226 72 105 0 0 49 22 33 5 
TN.W 525 491 200 271 3 2 16 34 39 16 
7TH 2,423 2,241 667 1,421 2 65 76 182 216 36 

1L,N 746 696 341 318 1 9 27 50 113 18 
1L,C 298 278 126 148 0 0 4 20 19 2 
iL.S 392 345 15 284 1 42 3 47 9 0 
IN.N 298 273 70 192 0 0 1 25 26 2 
INS 260 248 58 186 0 3 1 12 25 0 
WIE 296 280 65 189 0 0 26 16 18 0 
Wwi.w 133 121 12 104 0 1 4 12 6 13 
6TH 3,280 3,047 776 2,128 0 47 97 233 198 177 

ARE 364 340 40 264 0 36 0 24 26 34 
AR,.W 11 106 26 66 0 0 14 5 9 9 
1A.N 150 135 7 119 0 5 4 15 16 3 
1A,S 230 209 54 151 0 0 4 21 9 7 
MN 408 385 148 236 0 0 1 23 56 1 
MO,.E 670 640 232 354 0 0 54 30 27 84 
MO,W 566 503 156 341 0 2 4 63 25 24 
NE 297 272 34 225 0 3 10 25 20 5 
ND 221 207 47 154 0 1 5 14 9 4 
SO 263 250 3 218 0 0 1 13 1 6 
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Table H-1. (Continued) 
Type of Case Activated 
PSA Total 
Cases Total Less Indictr env Material Transters Transters Pretrial 
Circuit and District Activated Transfers Complaints | information Witness Superseding Other Received Out Diversions’ 

9TH 13,556 13,061 _ 8,166 4,028 244 61 672 405 1,164 235 
AK 242 235 41 188 0 1 5 7 7 19 
AZ 2,361 2,296 1,784 417 0 15 80 65 174 35 
CA,N 1,000 966 442 421 2 16 85 34 114 42 
CA,E 810 755 475 256 2 7 15 55 66 0 
CA,C 2,430 2,360 1,253 ; 804 224 1 78 70 483 24 
CA,S 3,385 3,312 3,057 174 0 2 79 73 81 15 
HI 313 289 121 164 2 0 2 24 17 0 
1D 170 157 18 119 0 0 20 13 24 15 
MT 285 262 54 202 0 1 5 23 7 21 
NV 651 605 232 331 0 12 30 46 100 36 
OR 860 820 237 456 2 3 122 40 41 7 
WA,E 283 283 155 124 2 0 2 0 7 8 
WA,W 685 641 258 322 9 3 49 44 43 13 
GUAM 81 80 29 50 1 0 0 1 0 0 
NMI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10TH 3,255 3,038 1,468 1,286 wW 19 154 217 203 84 
co 543 497 286 198 3 2 8 46 47 8 
KS 400 377 23 344 6 0 4 23 15 26 
NM 1,041 995 658 220 100 5 12 46 46 13 
OK,N 255 221 24 165 0 8 24 34 19 7 
OK,E 93 90 25 60 0 0 5 3 12 3 
OK,W 540 520 307 120 0 0 93 20 35 17 
UT 261 239 121 107 2 4 5 22 25 6 
WY 122 99 24 72 0 0 3 23 4 4 

11TH 6,709 6,074 2,077 3,724 24 130 119 635 612 169 
AL,N 297 286 36 244 0 3 3 11 16 51 
AL,M 185 149 42 102 1 0 4 36 15 2 
AL,S 398 345 27 314 0 2 2 53 19 24 
FL,N 437 369 83 242 1 13 30 68 37 1 
FL.M 1,460 1,300 468 809 7 14 160 181 49 
FL,S 2,454 2,301 985 1,165 9 103 39 153 355 5 
GA,N 715 631 377 248 1 0 5 84 135 S) 
GA,M 442 411 38 349 § 5 14 31 33 7 
GA,S 321 282 21 251 0 2 8 39 21 21 
NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
" INCLUDES PSA CASES IN WHICH DEFENDANTS WERE DIVERTED INTO DIVERSION PROGRAMS. 
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Table H-2. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act (PSA) Interviews 
and Types of Bail Reports for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Interview Status Type of Report 
Not Refused Postbail Other No Reports 
Interviewed Interviewed" Interview Prebail Reports Reports Reports Made 
PSA Cases With Without 

Circuit and District | Activated Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. | Recom. | Recom. | Total Pet. Total | Pet. Total Pet. 

TOTAL 60,020 47,970 79.9 6,543 10.9 6,507 92 62,007 066 48,022 3,086 4,437 7.4 1,366 862.3 2,220 3.7 

1ST 1,695 1,783 04.1 63 4.4 29 = 148 1,769 92.8 1,752 7 71 3.7 18 9 47 2.6 
ME 175 167 95.4 5 29 3 1,7 171 97.7 170 1 1 6 0 0 3 1.7 
MA 628 570 90.8 47 7.5 1 1.8 568 90.4 568 0 30 4.8 1 2 29 4.6 
NH 142 125 88.0 15 10.6 2 1.4 121 85.2 116 5 2 1.4 1 7.7 8 5.6 
RI 196 194 99.0 2 1.0 0 0 195 99.5 195 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 
PR 754 727 96.4 14 1.9 13 1.7 704 93.4 703 1 38 5.0 6 8 6 8 

2ND 5,365 5,058 94.3 226 4.2 61 1.6 6,131 95.6 5,043 88 74 1.4 \) a 101 1.9 
CT 353 231 65.4 104 29.5 18 5.1 292 82.7 281 1 8 2.3 16 45 37 10.5 
NY,N 560 537 95.9 14 2.5 9 1.6 532 =: 95.0 481 51 15 2.7 7 1.3 6 11 
NY,E 1,967 1,932 99.2 10 5 25 1.3 1953 993 1,949 4 5 3 1 1 8 4 
NY,S 1,829 1,762 96.3 58 3.2 9 5 1,744 95.4 1,742 2 30 1.6 24 1.3 31 1.7 
NY,W 507 467 92.1 20 3.9 20 3.9 478 94.3 461 17 16 3.2 0 0 13 2.6 
vT 149 129 86.6 20 «(13.4 0 0 132 =: 88.6 129 3 0 0 1 7.4 6 4.0 

3RD 3,400 2,918 85.8 426 12.5 1.7 2,718 79.9 2,630 88 142 4.2 202—ts—s«é8 248 7.3 
DE 147 112 76.2 25 17.0 6.8 145 98.6 121 24 1 7 1 7 0 0 
NJ 1,099 985 89.6 97 8.8 1.5 1,016 92.4 993 23 20 1.8 14 1.3 49 4.5 
PAE 1,045 1,022 97.8 15 1.4 8 8 953 91.2 934 19 67 6.4 2 2 23 2.2 
PA,M 361 268 74.2 80 22.2 13 3.6 348 = (96.4 348 0 4 1.1 6 1.7 3 8 
PA,W 326 324 99.4 2 6 0 0 211 64.7 203 8 41 12.6 2 6 722 22.1 
Vi 422 207 49.1 206 48.8 9 2.1 45 10.7 31 14 9 2.1 267 63.3 101 23.9 

4TH 6,538 §,519 84.4 834 = «112.8 106 0—Ctis«i2B 6,119 78.3 4,800 319 785 12.0 166 862.4 476 7.3 
MD 670 628 93.7 10 1.5 32 48 631 94.2 589 42 30 4.5 5 7 4 6 
NC,E 920 614 66.7 303 32.9 3 3 913 99.2 913 0 5 5 0 0 2 2 
NC,M 450 420 93.3 24 5.3 6 1.3 385 85.6 348 37 22 4.9 10 2.2 33 7.3 
NC,W 853 760 89.1 84 9.8 9 1.1 295 346 242 53 472 55.3 3 4 83 9.7 
Sc 1,180 1,048 88.8 97 8.2 35 3.0 1,014 85.9 928 86 129 10.9 10 8 27 2.3 
VA,E 1,420 1,268 89.3 105 7.4 47 3.3 1,219 85.8 1,152 67 86 6.1 22 1.5 93 6.5 
VA,W 424 374 88.2 33 7.8 17 4.0 366 86.3 342 24 22 5.2 3 7 33 7.8 
WV,N 186 136 73.1 49 26.3 1 5 6 3.2 6 0 2 1.1 6 3.2 172 92.5 
WV,S 435 271 62.3 129 29.7 35 8.0 290 66.7 280 10 17 3.9 99 228 29 6.7 
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Table H-2. (Continued) 


Interview Status Type of Report 
Not Refused Postbail Other No Report 
Interviewed interviewed* Interview Prebail Reports Reports Reports Made 
PSA Cases With Without 

Circult and District | Activated Total Pet. Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. | Recom. | Recom. | Total Pet. Total | Pet. Total Pet. 
STH 6,445 7,686 91.0 371 44 389 4.6 7,882 93.3 7,772 110 228 2.7 169 = («1,9 176 2.1 
LAE 544 448 82.4 9 1,7 87 616.0 541 99.4 541 0 1 2 1 2 1 2 
LAM 115 110 95.7 2 1,7 3 «2.6 112 «97.4 112 0 0 0 0 0 3 2.6 
LA.W 300 245 81.7 30 =: 10.0 25 «8.3 291 97.0 289 2 0 0 3 1.0 6 2.0 
MS,N 160 149 93.1 7 44 4 2.5 143 89.4 137 6 7 4.4 3 1.9 7 4.4 
MS,S 322 302 93.8 1 3.4 9 28 316 = 98.1 316 0 0 0 5 1.6 1 3 
TX,N 1,206 1,060 87.9 106 8.8 40 33 1,098 91.0 1,091 7 16 1.3 69 57 23 1.9 
TX,E 587 546 93.0 36 6.1 5 y 504 85.9 502 2 3 5 34 5.8 46 7.8 
TX,S 2,502 2,332 93.2 71 2.8 99 40 2,323 92.8 2,245 78 119 4.8 34 1.4 26 1.0 
TX,W 2,709 2,493 92.0 99 3.7 117. 43 2,554 943 2,539 15 82 3.0 10 4 63 2.3 
6TH 5,154 4,545 88.2 492 9.5 1170s 2.3 4,377 84.9 4,290 87 453 8.8 120 «2.2 212 41 
KY.E 365 310 84.9 46 126 9 25 291 79.7 284 7 25 6.8 5 1.4 44 12.1 
KY,W 310 263 84.8 24 7.7 23. 0«Oo74 85 27.4 76 ) 84 27.1 60 19.4 81 26.1 
MILE 1,360 1,333 98.0 21 15 6 4 1,200 88.2 1,173 27 114 8.4 10 7 36 2.6 
MI.‘ 415 386 93.0 14 3.4 15 36 388 =—s_«93.5 376 12 12 2.9 3 7 12 2.9 
OH,N 810 705 87.0 81 10.0 24 «= 3.0 805 99.4 804 1 1 2 0 0 4 5 
OH,S 661 568 85.9 80 312.1 13 «2.0 648 98.0 643 5 12 1.8 1 2 0 0 
TNE 460 427 92.8 15 3.3 18 = 3.9 438 8695.2 433 5 3 7 3 7 16 3.5 
TN.M 248 95 38.3 151 = 60.9 2 8 209 «= 84.3 194 15 7 2.8 29 «11.7 3 1.2 
TN,W 525 458 87.2 60 11.4 7 1.3 313 59.6 307 6 195 37.1 1 2 16 3.0 
7TH 2,423 1,896 78.3 387 16.0 140 5.8 1,803 74.4 1,713 90 260 10.7 49 2.0 311 12.8 
IL,N 746 491 65.8 231 += 31.0 24 3.2 404 54.2 385 19 126 16.9 10 1.3 206 27.6 
IL,C 298 243 81.5 17 5.7 38 = 12.8 281 94.3 262 19 2 7 1 3 14 4.7 
iL,s 392 312 79.6 76 8619.4 4 1.0 304 776 275 29 41 10.5 8 2.0 39 9.9 
IN,N 298 286 96.0 1 3 11 3.7 294 98.7 289 5 4 1.3 0 0 0 0 
IN,S 260 190 73.1 25 9.6 45 173 209 +480.4 204 5 4 1.5 9 863.5 38 14.6 
WIE 296 271 91.6 15 5.1 10 34 187 63.2 175 12 81 27.4 18 = «6.1 10 3.4 
Wwi,w 133 103 77.4 22 =: 16.5 8 60 124 93.2 123 1 2 1.5 _- ae 4 3.0 
8TH 3,280 2,904 91.3 168 5.1 118 863.6 3,006 91.6 2,044 62 83 2.5 99 863.0 92 2.8 
AR,E 364 331 90.9 15 41 18 8649 329 §©90.4 316 13 20 5.5 4 1.1 11 3.0 
AR,W 111 93 83.8 16 8=«14.4 2 1.8 79 «= 71.2 77 2 a) 8.1 9 81 14 12.6 
1A,N 150 132 88.0 18 §=©12.0 0 0 135 90.0 133 2 7 4.7 3 620 5 3.3 
IA,S 230 190 82.6 39 +©=17.0 1 4 225 978 223 2 0 0 0 0 5 2.2 
MN 408 349 85.5 41 10.0 18 8364.4 358 87.7 355 3 13 3.2 3207.8 5 1.2 
MO,E 670 660 98.5 3 4 7 1.0 668 99.7 667 1 1 | 0 0 1 4 
MO,W 566 542 95.8 13 2.3 11 1.9 550 97.2 546 4 0 0 8 1.4 8 14 
NE 297 260 87.5 8 2.7 29 «(98 241 = 81.1 231 10 11 3.7 24— sé 21 7.1 
ND 221 198 89.6 11 5.0 12 5.4 1990 86.0 168 22 3 1.4 13 «5.9 15 6.8 
SD 263 239 90.9 4 1.5 20 +76 231 + «87.8 228 3 19 7.2 > @& 7 2.7 
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Table H-2. (Continued) 


Interview Status Type of Report 
Not Refused Postbail Other No Reports 
Interviewed Interviewed’ Interview Prebail Reports Reports Reports Made 
PSA Cases With | Without 

Circuit and District; Activated Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pet. Total Pct. | Recom. | Recom. | Total Pet. Total Pct. Total Pct. 

9TH 13,556 7,085 62.3 2,708 20.0 3,763 27.8 11,525 85.0 9,865 1,660 1,514 11.2 139 1.0 378 2.8 
AK 242 198 81.8 30 = 12.4 14 5.8 226 486 «93.4 207 19 0 0 2 8 14 5.8 
AZ 2,361 1,266 53.6 995 42.1 100 4.2 2,247 95.2 1,177. 1,070 55 2.3 31 1.3 28 1.2 
CA,N 1,000 506 50.6 476 86476 18 1.8 506 50.6 267 239 442 44.2 19 1.9 33 3.3 
CA,E 810 327 40.4 289 8=—«. 35.7 194 24.0 792 «= 97.8 790 2 11 1.4 1 4 6 7 
CA,C 2,430 1,980 81.5 216 8.9 234 9.6 2,304 948 2,298 6 34 1.4 12 5 80 3.3 
CA,S 3,385 634 18.7 256 7.6 2,495 73.7 2,389 706 2,293 96 887 26.2 38 1.1 71 2.1 
HI 313 244 78.0 34 =: 10.9 35 11.2 299 95.5 243 56 7 2.2 3 1.0 4 1.3 
ID 170 152 89.4 13 7.6 5 2.9 167 - 98.2 167 0 0 0 1 6 2 1.2 
MT 285 227 79.6 50 17.5 8 2.8 177. —s 62.1 164 13 1 3.9 21 7.4 76 = 26.7 
NV 651 533 81.9 41 6.3 77 —-11.8 616 94.6 612 4 27 4.1 1 2 7 1.1 
OR 860 371 43.1 75 8.7 414 48.1 843 =: 98.0 834 4 a) 1.0 2 2 6 7 
WA,E 283 257 90.8 14 4.9 12 4.2 232 =. 82.0 132 100 11 3.9 2 7 380s «13.4 
WA,W 685 321 46.9 211 30.8 153 22.3 658 96.1 615 43 20 2.9 0 0 7 1.0 
GUAM 81 69 85.2 8 9.9 4 4.9 69 85.2 66 3 0 0 6 7.4 6 7.4 
NMI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10TH 3,255 2,456 75.5 535 16.4 264 —ss«8.1 2,465 75.7 2,058 407 517 15.9 181 5.6 92 2.8 
co 543 487 89.7 5 y 51 9.4 411 75.7 393 18 76 14.0 47 8.7 gy 1.7 
KS 400 373 93.3 15 3.8 12 3.0 387 §©=«.: 96.8 387 0 6 1.5 2 5 5 1.3 
NM 1,041 807 77.5 143 «13.7 91 8.7 639 61.4 496 143 365 35.1 15 1.4 22 2.1 
OK,N 255 232 91.0 14 5.5 9 3.5 247 =: 96.9 243 4 2 8 4 1.6 2 8 
OK,E 93 70 75.3 13 14.0 10 10.8 90 968 86 4 0 0 2 2.2 1 1.1 
OK,W 540 138 25.6 319 59.1 83 15.4 423 783 200 223 10 1.9 83 15.4 24 4.4 
UT 261 251 96.2 6 2.3 4 1.5 182 69.7 170 12 44 16.9 16 6.1 19 7.3 
WY 122 98 80.3 20 3=:16.4 4 3.3 86 70.5 83 3 14 11.5 12 9.8 10 8.2 

11TH 6,709 6,031 89.9 $14 4.7 364—s«éCS4 6,222 92.7 6,055 167 310 4.6 9 8=—s«4143 87 1.3 
AL,N 297 260 87.5 21 7.1 16 5.4 2830s (« 95.3 276 7 3 1.0 6 2.0 5 1.7 
AL,M 185 176 95.1 4 2.2 5 2.7 162 887.6 158 4 17 9.2 3 1.6 3 1.6 
AL,S 398 361 90.7 21 5.3 16 4.0 385 96.7 366 19 6 1.5 1 3 6 1.5 
FL,N 437 348 79.6 59 13.5 30 6.9 378 =—s_: 86.5 341 37 45 10.3 13 3.0 1 2 
FL,M 1,460 1,272 87.1 51 3.5 137 9.4 1,395 95.5 1,377 18 48 3.3 a 6 8 5 
FL,S 2,454 2,259 92.1 91 3.7 104 4.2 2,260 92.1 2,193 67 133 5.4 45 1.8 16 7 
GA,N 715 633 88.5 41 5.7 41 5.7 655 916 652 3 28 3.9 5 7 27 3.8 
GA,M 442 410 92.8 22 5.0 10 2.3 407 = 92.1 403 4 19 4.3 7 1.6 4 2.0 
GA,S 321 312 97.2 4 1.2 5 1.6 297 925 289 8 1 3.4 1 3 12 3.7 
NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
* INCLUDES DEFENDANTS NOT AVAILABLE FOR INTERVIEW AND TRANSFER-RECEIVED CASES IN WHICH DEFENDANTS WERE INTERVIEWED IN OTHER DISTRICTS. 
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Table H-3. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act (PSA) Recommendations 
Made at Initial Hearings for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 390, 1995 


Type of PSO Recommendation Made’ Type of AUSA Recommendation Made** 
PSO AUSA 
Recommended Detention Financial Nonfinancial Recommended Detention Financial Nonfinancial 
PSA Cases 

Circuit and District | Activated Total Pet. Total Pet. Total Pet. Total Pet. Total Pet. Total Pet. Total; Pet. Total Pet. 
TOTAL 60,020 63,263 68.7 24,195 45.4 0496 176 10,673 36.7 64,746 01.2 27.023 = 60.8 0431 172 17,402 «32.0 

1ST 1,805 1,802 06.1 1,076 69.7 262 «= 14.0 476 = 26.4 1,608 05.4 ‘78 66.7 1730 86 “606 60248 

ME 175 169 96 6 97 57.4 45 266 27 = 16.0 157 89.7 6 61.1 40 255 21 13.4 
MA 628 583 92.8 367 63.0 15 2.6 201 +345 611 97.3 3830s 62.7 200 «(33 208 = 40 
NH 142 130 91.5 51 39.2 0 0 79 «= « 60.8 139 97.9 5338.1 0 0 86 0= «619 
Ri 196 196 100.0 123 62.8 17 8.7 56 28.6 196 100.0 126 ©6643 16 62 54 0=s «276 
PH 754 724 96.0 437 60.4 175 24.2 112 »3=- 15.5 705 93.5 529 75.0 97 138 79 11.2 
2ND §,365 5,167 96.3 2,042 39.5 1,263 24.4 1,062 36.0 5,293 98.7 2,537 47.8 oe «= 18.8 1,760 8633.3 

CT 353 318 90.1 100 31.4 25 7.9 193 60.7 350 99.2 157 44.9 24~—Cs«éBD 169 48.3 
NY,N 560 538 96.1 286 §3.2 89 =—s«16.5 163: 330.3 548 97.9 3220s «88.8 68 124 168 43=—s 288 
NYE 1,967 1,936 98.4 928 47.9 563 29.1 445 23.0 1,942 98.7 1,068 55.0 456 23.5 416 215 
NY,S 1,829 1,766 96 6 585 33.1 440 9624.9 741 420 1,810 99.0 819 452 287 «15.9 704 «=: 38.9 
NY,W 507 469 92.5 85 18.1 115 = 24.5 269 «3=«57.4 501 98.8 108 = «21.6 131 26.1 262 «= 62.3 
VT 149 140 94.0 58 41.4 31s 22.1 51 364 142 95.3 63 444 30 21.1 49 ~345 
3RD 3,400 3,081 90.6 1,413 45.9 610 16.6 1,168 937.46 3,306 07.2 1,621 40.0 619 816.7 1,166 36.3 

DE 147 144 98.0 94 65.3 17 118 3322.9 146 99.3 94 «= «64.4 15 10.3 37s 5.3 
NJ 1,099 1,051 95.6 406 38.6 2232s 21.2 422 40.2 1,079 98.2 440 408 232 «21.5 407 (37.7 
PAE 1,045 940 90.0 443 47.1 76 8.1 421 448 1,031 98.7 503 488 90 87 438 48=— «42.5 
PAM 361 343 95.0 127 37.0 61 17.8 155 45.2 338 93.6 127 376 59 175 152 45.0 
PA,W 326 267 81.9 70 26.2 76 3=—- 28.5 121 45.3 319 97.9 122 38.2 70 21.9 127 398 
vi 422 336 79.6 273 81.3 57 17.0 6 1.8 393 93.1 335 = «85.2 53 13.5 5 1.3 
4TH 6,538 §,185 79.3 1,836 35.4 610 «11.8 2,739 62.8 5,794 88.6 2,536 43.8 616 869106 2643 4646 

MD 670 617 92.1 273 44.2 77 = 12.5 267 43.3 655 97.8 378 03S «557.7 55 64 222 «=633.9 
NC,E 920 910 98.9 260 28.6 25 2.7 625 68.7 884 96.1 337 38.1 17 1.9 530 60.0 
NC,M 450 435 96.7 210 48.3 52 12.0 173 39.8 440 97.8 245 55.7 42 95 15690 4B 
NC,W 853 348 40.8 160 46.0 45 129 143041. 799 93.7 3760 47.1 108 4=«13.5 315 394 
sc 1,180 983 83.3 291 29.6 230 «23.4 462 47.0 1,035 87.7 341 32.9 201 194 493 476 
VA,E 1,420 1,210 85.2 360 29.8 81 6.7 769 §46«63.6 1,251 88.1 535 428 111 8.9 605 4864 
VA,W 424 370 87.3 149 40.3 95 25.7 126 96 34.1 354 83.5 170 ©6480 75 «21.2 109 «—- 30.8 
WV,N 186 15 8.1 12 80.0 1 6.7 2 133 65 349 29 «446 2 31 340—ss«2.3 
WV,S 435 297 68.3 121 40.7 4 1.3 172 57.9 311 71.5 125 40.2 4 1.3 1820s «58.5 
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Table H-3. (Continued) 


jpe of PSO Recommendation Made’ 


Type of AUSA Recommendation Made** 


PSO Non- AUSA 
Recommended Detention Financial financial Recommended Detention Financial Nonfinancial 
PSA Cases 

Circuit and District; Activated Total Pet. Total Pet. Total Pet. Total Pet. Total Pet. Total Pct. Total Pet. Total Pet. 
5TH 6,445 8,006 05.9 4,131 61.0 1,022 23.7 2,043 25.2 6,645 78.7 4,006 60.3 1,216 18.3 1,423 21.4 

LAE 544 540 99.3 248 45.9 115 21.3 177 32.8 539 99.1 299 55.5 71 13.2 169 31.4 
LA.M 115 114 99.1 41 36.0 2 18 71 62.3 112 97.4 45 40.2 4 3.6 63 56.3 
LAW 300 285 95.0 143 50.2 21 7.4 121 42.5 278 92.7 159 57.2 16 5.8 103 37.1 
MS,N 160 156 97.5 45 28.8 68 43.6 43 27.6 148 92.5 50 33.8 65 43.9 33 22.3 
MS.S 322 312 96.9 149 47.8 70 22.4 93 29.8 310 96.3 182 49.0 65 21.0 93 30.0 
TX,N 1,206 1,090 90.4 433 39.7 258 23.7 399 36.6 869 72.1 509 58.6 101 11.6 259 29.8 
TX,E 587 569 96.9 246 43.2 60 10.5 263 46.2 524 89.3 294 56.1 32 6.1 198 37.8 
TX,S 2,502 2,416 96.6 1,389 57.5 610 25.2 417 17.3 1,763 70.5 1,136 64.4 393 22.3 234 13.3 
TX,W 2,709 2,614 96.5 1,437 55.0 718 27.5 459 17.6 2,102 77.6 1,362 64.8 469 223 271 12.9 
6TH 5,154 4,726 91.7 1,490 $1.5 641 13.6 2,505 54.9 4,766 92.5 1,748 36.7 642 11.4 2,476 §2.0 

KY,E 365 337 92.3 136 40.4 58 17.2 143 42.4 323 88.5 156 48.3 41 12.7 126 39.0 
KYW 310 145 46.8 86 59.3 10 6.9 49 33.8 279 90.0 101 36.2 23 8.2 155 55.6 
MIE 1,360 1,286 94.6 291 22.6 10 8 985 76.6 1,351 99.3 342 25.3 8 6 1,001 74.1 
MI,W 415 370 89.2 106 28.6 102 27.6 162 43.8 369 88.9 137 37.1 86 23.3 146 39.6 
OH,N 810 802 99.0 245 30.5 111 13.8 446 55.6 793 97.9 259 32.7 108 13.6 426 53.7 
OH,S 661 653 98 8 168 25.7 68 10.4 417 63.9 446 67.5 189 42.4 44 9.9 213 47.8 
TNE 460 437 95.0 198 45.3 52 11.9 187 42.8 448 97.4 214 478 53 118 181 40.4 
T™N.M 248 239 96.4 105 43.9 27 11.3 107 448 246 99.2 124 50.4 22 8.9 100 40.7 
TN.W 525 457 87.0 155 33.9 203 44.4 99 21.7 511 97.3 226 46442 157. 30.7 128 25.0 
7TH 2,423 1,969 82.1 818 41.1 263 13.2 008 438 445.7 2,209 94.9 1,171 50.9 213 9.3 915 39.8 

IL,N 746 531 71.2 186 35.0 147 27.7 198 37.3 725 97.2 352 48.6 84 11.6 289 39.9 
iL,C 298 267 89.6 120 44.9 7 2.6 140 52.4 291 97.7 169 58.1 16 5.5 106 36.4 
iL,S 392 334 85.2 172 51.5 39 11.7 123 36.8 356 90.8 220 61.8 47 13.2 89 25.0 
IN.N 298 286 96.0 70 24.5 20 7.0 196 68.5 284 95.3 88 31.0 14 4.9 182 64.1 
IN.S 260 197 75.8 122 61.9 9 4.6 66 33.5 253 97.3 159 62.8 16 6.3 78 30.8 
WIE 296 251 84.8 110 43.8 29 11.6 112 44.6 265 89.5 142 53.6 26 9.8 97 36.6 
WIW 133 123 92.5 38 30.9 12 9.8 73 59.3 125 94.0 41 32.8 10 8.0 74 59.2 
8TH 3,280 3,076 93.8 1,166 37.9 353 11.5 1,556 50.6 2,936 69.5 1,394 47.5 345 =—:111.8 1,197 40.8 

ARE 364 326 89.6 60 18.4 32 9.8 234 71.8 335 92.0 70 20.9 30 9.0 235 70.1 
AR.W 111 99 89.2 48 48.5 23 23.2 28 28.3 100 90.1 49 49.0 23. «23.0 28 28.0 
1A,N 150 145 96.7 61 42.1 4 6.2 75 51.7 146 97.3 65 445 16 8611.0 65 44.5 
1A.S 230 186 80.9 98 52.7 2 1.1 86 46.2 229 99.6 138 60.3 1 4 90 39.3 
MN 408 404 99.0 169 41.8 6 1.5 229 56.7 404 99.0 178 3 444.1 8 2.0 218 54.0 
MO,E 670 664 99.1 217 32.7 233 35.1 214 32.2 647 96 6 274 «= «42.3 239 36.9 134 20.7 
MO,W 566 535 94.5 162 30.3 19 3.6 354 66.2 348 61.5 225 64.7 4 1.1 119 34.2 
NE 297 278 93.6 157 56.5 19 6.8 102 36.7 289 97.3 170 ©6588 21 7.3 98 33.9 
ND 221 194 87.8 60 30.9 6 3.1 128 66.0 196 88.7 76 38.8 2 1.0 118 60.2 
sD 263 244 92.8 134 54.9 4 1.6 106 43.4 242 92.0 149 Ss 61.6 1 4 92 38.0 
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Table H-3. (Continued) 


Type of PSO Recommendation Made’ Type of AUSA Recommendation Made** 
PSO Non- AUSA 
Recommended Detention Financial financial Recommended Detention Financial Nonfinancial 
PSA Cases 

Circult and District| Activated Total Pet, Total Pet. Total Pet. Total Pet. Total Pet. Total Pet. Total Pet. Total Pet. 
OTH 13,666 10,617 70.6 6,397 69.1 1,764 8616.2 2,006 8624.6 12,261 00.6 66756 644 3,128 26.5 2,476 8§=«©20.2 

AK 242 201 83.1 68 33.8 45 224 68 420s 43.8 203 83.9 79 «= «38.9 47 23.2 77. +379 
AZ 2,361 1,279 54.2 764 59.7 79 6.2 496 «= 34.1 1,584 67.1 1,197 756 70 4.4 317. 20.0 
CA,N 1,000 520 52.0 186 35.8 169 «= «32.5 165 31.7 964 96.4 507s: 82.6 193 200 264 «= 27.4 
CAE 810 792 97.8 623 78.7 75 9.5 4 8611.9 804 99.3 726 «=: 90.3 31 3.9 47 5.8 
CAC 2,430 2,345 96.5 1,245 53.1 649 27.7 451 19.2 2,376 97.8 1,421 59.8 518 218 437s («18.4 
CAS 3,385 2,511 74.2 1,792 71.4 570 22.7 149 5.9 3,148 93.0 638 83=—_ «26.6 2,145 68.1 165 5.2 
HI 313 299 95.5 153 51.2 20 6.7 126 8642.1 304 97.1 180 3=_ 89.2 14 46 110 36.2 
iD 170 168 98 8 77 45.8 12 7.1 79 «= 47.0 169 99.4 87 =—s «B15 6 3.6 76 8645.0 
MT 285 240 84.2 84 35.0 7 2.9 149 —s(« 62.1 244 85.6 9 389 5 2.0 144 = §9.0 
NV 651 635 97.5 283 446 12 1.9 3400s «483.5 638 98.0 324 = «60.8 18 2.8 206 464 
OR 860 854 99.3 590 69.1 13 1.5 251 29.4 854 99.3 655 76.7 5 6 194 227 
WA.E 283 243 85.9 180 74.1 380s «156 25 10.3 245 86.6 197 804 18 7.3 30 12.2 
WA,W 685 657 95.9 326 49.6 62 9.4 269 409 667 97.4 343 ss«5 14 54 8.1 270 «= 40.5 
GUAM 81 73 90.1 26 35.6 3 41 44 «60.3 81 100.0 26 023= 32.1 4 4.9 51 63.0 
NMI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
10TH 3,265 2,965 91.1 1,317 444 538 18.1 1,110 37.4 3,116 95.7 1,535 49.3 514 16.5 1,067 34.2 

co 543 529 97.4 251 47.4 88 OséM6.6 199 359 538 99.1 288 4 3=—s «483.5 72 «(13.4 1780s 33.1 
hS 400 398 99.5 205 51.5 51 12.8 142 8= 35.7 399 99.8 218 4866546 51 128 1390 326 
NM 1,041 997 95.8 461 46.2 258 86. 25.9 278 = (27.9 1,022 98 2 530 519 242 «23.7 250 245 
OK,N 255 242 94.9 96 39.7 89 4§=—- 36.8 57 236 248 97.3 107. 43.1 84 486 33.9 57 23.0 
OK,E 93 87 93.5 48 55.2 1§ 17.2 24 «(27.6 88 94.6 53 660.2 12 136 23s 26.1 
OK,W 540 399 73.9 64 16.0 11 28 324 81.2 482 89.3 112 = 23.2 27 56 343s 71.2 
UT 261 214 82.0 141 65.9 25 «(11,7 48 224 236 90.4 174 =: 73.7 18 7.6 44 «= 18.6 
wy 122 99 81.1 51 51.5 1 1.0 47s 475 103 84.4 53s «451.5 4 78 42 408 
11TH 6,709 6,360 946 2,510 39.5 1,389 21.8 2,461 38.7 6,502 96.9 3,413 §2.5 1,170 18.0 1,919 29.5 

AL,N 297 287 96 6 74 25.8 28 9.8 185 645 268 90.2 840s 31.3 28 «10.4 156 58.2 
AL,M 185 181 97.8 37 20.4 14 7.7 130 71.8 176 95.1 75 426 5 28 9% 545 
AL,S 398 382 96.0 141 36.9 12 3.1 229 «59.9 381 95.7 198 52.0 4 2.1 175 45.9 
FL.N 437. 360 82.4 185 51.4 23 6.4 152 42.2 406 92.9 227 ~=—s«55.9 26 6.4 153 37.7 
FL.M 1,460 1,417 97.1 594 41.9 161 11.4 662 46.7 1,425 97.6 813s 87.1 164 «111.5 448 809314 
FL.S 2,454 2,328 949 988 42.4 774 0=— «33.2 566 243 2,418 98.5 1,450 600 588 24.3 380 =s«115.7 
GA,N 715 671 93.8 299 446 142 039. 21.2 230 (34.3 698 97.6 3642s «482.1 121 173 213 «330.5 
GA.M 442 428 96 8 89 20.8 99 8623.1 240 «= s«456.1 428 96.8 98 229 97 22.7 233s‘ 4.4 
GA,S 321 306 95.3 103 33.7 136 «44.4 67 21.9 302 94.1 104 344 133 44.0 65 21.5 


NOTE. THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
* PSO = PRETRIAL SERVICES OFFICER. 
** AUSA « ASSISTANT U.S. ATTORNEY. Y7 Y 
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Table H-4. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act (PSA) Release and Detention Status at Initial Hearings 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Detained/Unabie to Meet Held in Detained/Pending Detained/No Release 
—o Released* Release Conditions Temporary Detention Detention Hearing Conditions Set 
Circuit anc Vistrict| Activated Total | Percent Total y Percent Total Percent Total Percent Total } Percent 

TOTAL 60,020 25,125 41.9 4,266 7A 1,482 2.6 25,942 43.2 3,205 5.3 

18T 1,605 646 34.1 52 2.7 164 8.7 889 46.9 144 7.6 
ME 175 59 33.7 7 4.0 2 11 79 45.1 28 16.0 
MA 628 241 38.4 0 0 0 0 299 47.6 88 14.0 
NH 142 88 62.0 0 0 1 7 51 35.9 2 1.4 
Ri 196 79 40.3 8 4.1 0 0 109 55.6 0 0 
PR 754 179 23.7 37 4.9 161 21.4 351 46.6 26 3.4 

2ND 5,365 2,475 46.1 167 3.1 14 3 2,526 47.1 183 3.4 
CT 353 194 55.0 0 0 2 6 146 41.4 1 3.1 
NY,N 560 195 34.8 12 2.1 0 0 347 62.0 6 1.1 
NY,E 1,967 794 40.4 1 A 3 2 1,117 56.8 52 2.6 
NY,S 1,829 898 49.1 80 4.4 1 A 768 42.0 82 4.5 
NY,W 507 314 61.9 73 14.4 8 1.6 88 17.4 24 4.7 
VT 149 80 53.7 1 7 0 0 60 40.3 8 5.4 

3RD 3,400 1,507 44.3 122 3.6 32 9 1,493 43.9 246 7.2 
DE 147 51 34.7 1 7 1 7 64 43.5 30 20.4 
NJ 1,099 531 48.3 106 9.6 5 5 340 30.9 117 10.6 
PA,E 1,045 486 46.5 3 3 4 4 544 52.1 8 8 
PA.M 361 212 58.7 4 1.1 2 6 55 15.2 88 24.4 
PA,W 326 195 59.8 4 1.2 0 0 124 38.0 3 9 
vi 422 32 7.6 4 9 20 4.7 366 86.7 0 0 

4TH 6,538 3,483 53.3 187 2.9 76 1.2 2,347 35.9 445 6.8 
MD 670 243 36.3 6 9 0 0 413 61.6 8 1.2 
NCE 920 545 59.2 0 0 0 0 346 37.6 29 3.2 
NC,M 450 181 40.2 9 2.0 41 9.1 179 39.8 40 8.9 
NC,W 853 422 49.5 9 1.1 0 0 335 39.3 87 10.2 
sc 1,180 621 52.6 140 11.9 0 0 254 21.5 165 14.0 
VA.E 1,420 835 58.8 8 6 5 4 536 37.7 36 2.5 
VA,W 424 222 52.4 14 3.3 16 3.8 122 28.8 50 11.8 
WV,N 186 131 70.4 0 0 9 4.8 35 18.8 1 5.9 
WV,S 435 283 65.1 1 2 5 1.1 127 29.2 19 4.4 
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Table H-4. (Continued) 


Detained/Unable to Meet Held in Detained/Pending Detained/No Release 
PSA Cases Released” Release Conditions Temporary Detention Detention Hearing Conditions Set 
Circuit and District; Activated Total | Percent Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent Total | Percent 

5TH 8,445 2,976 35.2 1,068 12.6 574 6.8 3,433 40.7 394 4.7 
LA,E 544 188 34.6 28 5.1 0 0 326 59.9 2 4 
LA,M 115 63 54.8 1 9 0 0 44 38.3 7 6.1 
LA,W 300 136 45.3 1 3 4 1.3 146 48.7 13 43 
MS,N 160 91 56.9 15 9.4 3 1.9 26 16.3 25 15.6 
MS,S 322 135 41.9 19 5.9 0 0 129 40.1 39 12.1 
TX,N 1,206 544 45.1 46 3.8 106 8.8 25 35.2 85 7.0 
TX,E 587 272 46.3 5 a) 0 0 286 48.7 24 4.1 
TX,S 2,502 703 28.1 482 19.3 229 9.2 971 38.8 117 4.7 
TX,W 2,709 844 31.2 471 17.4 232 8.6 1,080 39.9 82 3.0 

6TH 5,154 3,157 61.3 69 1.3 11 2 1,627 31.6 290 5.6 
KY,E 365 177 48.5 13 3.6 0 0 152 41.6 23 6.3 
KY,W 310 204 65.8 1 3 0 0 96 31.0 9 2.9 
MIE 1,360 986 72.5 1 | 0 A) 322 23.7 51 3.8 
MI,W 415 249 60.0 10 2.4 0 0 149 35.9 7 1.7 
OH,N 810 504 62.2 30 3.7 4 5 221 27.3 51 6.3 
OH,S 661 441 66.7 5 8 0 0 192 29.0 23 3.5 
TN,E 460 236 51.3 4 9 7 1.5 107 23.3 106 23.0 
™N,.M 248 123 49.6 0 0 0 0 106 42.7 19 7.7 
TN,W 525 237 45.1 5 1.0 0 0 282 53.7 1 2 

7TH 2,423 1,151 47.5 14 6 49 2.0 1,018 42.0 191 7.9 
1L.N 746 349 46.8 3 4 0 0 332 44.5 62 8.3 
IL,C 298 111 37.2 0 0 0 0 174 58.4 13 4.4 
IL,S 392 167 42.6 4 1.0 2 5 193 49.2 26 6.6 
IN,N 298 201 67.4 1 3 4 1.3 65 21.8 27 9.1 
IN.S 260 102 39.2 0 0 1 4 119 45.8 38 14.6 
WIE 296 137 46.3 5 1.7 41 13.9 91 30.7 22 7.4 
WI,W 133 84 63.2 1 8 1 8 44 33.1 3 2.3 

8TH 3,280 1,668 50.9 106 3.2 g 3 1,137 34.7 360 11.0 
AR,E 364 258 70.9 8 2.2 0 0 56 15.4 42 11.5 
AR,.W 111 56 50.5 1 Y 1 9 15 13.5 38 34.2 
1A,N 150 79 52.7 0 0 1 7 46 30.7 24 16.0 
1A,S 230 88 38.3 0 0 0 0 142 61.7 0 0 
MN 408 217 53.2 0 0 3 7 183 449 5 1.2 
MO,E 670 285 42.5 91 13.6 0 0 208 31.0 86 12.8 
MO,W 566 310 54.8 6 1.1 1 2 202 35.7 47 8.3 
NE 297 120 40.4 0 0 0 0 168 56.6 9 3.0 
ND 221 147 66.5 0 0 0 0 26 11.8 48 21.7 
SD 263 108 41.1 0 0 3 1.1 91 34.6 61 23.2 
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Table H-4. (Continued) 


Detained/Unable to Meet Held in Detained/Pending Detained/No Release 
seats Released" Release Conditions Temporary Detention Detention Hearing Conditions Set 
Circuit and District | Activated Total | Percent Total | Percent Total | Percent Total Percent Total Percent 

OTH 13,656 4,056 29.9 1,953 14.4 479 3.5 6,739 49.7 329 2.4 
AK 242 161 66.5 2 8 2 8 64 26.4 13 5.4 
AZ 2,361 762 32.3 7 3 286 12.1 1,224 51.8 82 3.5 
CA,N 1,000 403 40.3 2 2 2 2 567 56.7 26 2.6 
CAE 810 74 9.1 2 2 0 0 733 90.5 1 1 
CA,C 2,430 975 40.1 31 1.3 1 0 1,408 57.9 15 6 
CA,S 3,385 463 13.7 1,902 56.2 186 5.5 683 20.2 151 4.5 
HI 313 122 39.0 0 0 1 3 183 58.5 7 2.2 
ID 170 86 50.6 0 0 0 0 77 45.3 7 4.1 
MT 285 165 57.9 1 4 0 0 119 41.8 0 0 
NV 651 304 46.7 0 0 0 0 328 50.4 19 2.9 
OR 860 150 17.4 0 0 0 0 710 82.6 0 0 
WA,E 283 48 17.0 1 4 0 0 234 82.7 0 0 
WA,W 685 292 42.6 1 A 0 0 391 57.1 1 A 
GUAM 81 51 63.0 4 4.9 1 1.2 18 22.2 7 8.6 
NMI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10TH 3,255 1,454 44.7 19 6 9 3 1,678 51.6 95 2.9 
co 543 214 39.4 1 2 0 0 321 59.1 7 1.3 
KS 400 183 45.8 3 8 0 0 207 51.8 7 1.8 
NM 1,041 330 31.7 8 8 0 0 688 66.1 15 1.4 
OK,N 255 136 53.3 1 4 1 4 109 42.7 8 3.1 
OK,E 93 41 44.1 0 0 5 5.4 30 32.3 17 18.3 
OK,W 540 415 76.9 3 6 3 6 86 15.9 33 6.1 
UT 261 75 28.7 1 4 0 0 182 69.7 3 1.1 
wy 122 60 49.2 2 1.6 0 0 55 45.1 5 4.1 

11TH 6,709 2,552 38.0 509 7.6 65 1.0 3,055 45.5 528 7.9 
AL,N 297 204 68.7 0 0 0 0 12 4.0 81 27.3 
ALM 185 105 56.8 4 2.2 2 1.1 62 33.5 12 6.5 
AL,S 398 168 42.2 0 0 0 0 161 40.5 69 17.3 
FL,N 437 184 42.1 0 0 1 2 218 49.9 34 7.8 
FL,M 1,460 526 36.0 51 3.5 16 1.1 810 55.5 57 3.9 
FL,S 2,454 626 25.5 334 13.6 13 5 1,381 56.3 100 4.1 
GA,N 715 274 38.3 48 6.7 3 4 322 45.0 68 9.5 
GAM 442 304 68.8 35 7.9 18 4.1 38 8.6 47 10.6 
GA,S 321 161 50.2 37 11.5 12 3.7 51 15.9 60 18.7 


NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS RECEIVED. 
* INCLUDES CASES DISMISSED. 
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Table H-5. 


U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act (PSA) Initial Detention Hearings Held 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Reasons for Detention Ordered 
Defendants 
With Detention Motions Detention Flight and Danger Danger to 
Hearings Held Made by* Ordered Flight Danger to Witness Community 
PSA Cases With 

Circuit and District | Activated | Total Pct. | AUSA** | Court | Presumptions Total Pet. Total Pct Total Pet. Total | Pct. Total Pct. 

TOTAL 60,020 25,942 43.2 24,519 600 9,428 19,031 73.4 7,479 39.3 9,364 49.2 146 8 2,042 10.7 

18ST 1,895 889 46.9 864 15 589 671 75.5 133 19.8 482 71.8 7 1.0 49 7.3 
ME 175 79 45.1 70 4 23 58 73.4 26 44.8 20 34.5 1 1.7 1 19.0 
MA 628 299 47.6 297 2 161 253 84.6 55 21.7 189 74.7 1 4 8 3.2 
NH 142 51 35.9 48 3 43 46 90.2 12 26.1 30 65.2 0 0 4 8.7 
Ri 196 109 55.6 106 3 71 104 95.4 14 13.5 74 71.2 3 «629 13 12.5 
PR 754 351 46.6 343 3 291 210 59.8 26 12.4 169 80.5 = 13 6.2 

2ND §,365 2,526 47.1 2,451 38 1,224 1,913 75.7 1,171 61.2 605 31.6 5 3 132 6.9 
CT — 146 41.4 144 0 98 112 76.7 44 39.3 44 39.3 0 0 24 21.4 
NY,N 560 347 62.0 328 7 63 272 78.4 108 39.7 151 55.5 1 4 12 4.4 
NY,E 1,967 1,117 56.8 1,103 4 705 879 78.7 774 88.1 71 8.1 1 A 33 3.8 
NY,S 1,829 768 42.0 736 21 296 568 74.0 217 38.2 296 52.1 2 4 53 9.3 
NY,W 507 88 17.4 82 1 27 46 52.3 13 28.3 28 60.9 0 0 5 10.9 
VT 149 60 40.3 58 0 35 36 60.0 15 41.7 15 41.7 1 2.8 5 13.9 

3RD 3,400 1,493 43.9 1,430 12 $97 1,216 81.4 §12 42.1 596 49.0 6 5 102 8.4 
DE 147 64 43.5 60 3 11 51 79.7 17 33.3 31 60.8 0 0 3 5.9 
NJ 1,099 340 30.9 330 2 155 283 83.2 81 28.6 170 60.1 2 7 30 10.6 
PA,E 1,045 544 52.1 502 5 305 428 78.7 74 17.3 316 73.8 2 5 36 8.4 
PA,M 361 55 15.2 53 0 32 39 70.9 6 15.4 30 76.9 0 0 3 7.7 
PA,W 326 124 38.0 121 0 93 84 67.7 14 16.7 44 52.4 2 24 24 28.6 
vi 422 366 86.7 364 2 1 331 90.4 320 96.7 5 1.5 0 0 6 1.8 

4TH 6,538 2,347 35.9 2,233 §7 1,169 1,686 71.8 229 13.6 1,131 67.1 42 28 284 16.8 
MD 670 413 61.6 396 4 249 321 77.7 51 15.9 220 68.5 4 12 46 14.3 
NC,E 920 346 37.6 333 7 137 282 81.5 7 2.5 241 85.5 1 4 33 11.7 
NC,M 450 179 39.8 176 3 123 151 84.4 29 19.2 54 35.8 27 +179 41 27.2 
NC,W 853 335 39.3 323 4 188 202 60.3 27 13.4 112 55.4 1 5 62 30.7 
Sc 1,180 254 21.5 244 2 3 177 69.7 16 9.0 159 89.8 1 6 1 6 
VA,E 1,420 536 37.7 508 17 312 395 73.7 63 15.9 258 65.3 4 10 70 17.7 
VA,W 424 122 28.8 105 14 92 67 54.9 12 17.9 43 64.2 2 3.0 10 14.9 
WV,N 186 35 18.8 29 4 17 23 65.7 13 56.5 6 26.1 0 0 4 17.4 
WV,S 435 127 29.2 119 2 48 68 53.5 1 16.2 38 55.9 mt 17 25.0 
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Table H-5. (Continued) 


Reasons for Detention Ordered 
Defendants 
With Detention Motions Detention Flight and Danger Danger to 
Hearings Held Made by’ Ordered Flight Dan to Witness Community 
PSA Cases With 

Circuit and District} Activated | Total Pet. | AUSA** | Court | Presumptions Total Pct. Total Pct Total Pet. Total | Pet, Total Pet. 

5TH 6,445 3,433 40.7 3,216 129 9653 2,470 71.0 1,166 46.8 1,068 43.2 16 6 231 0.4 
LA,E 544 326 59.9 297 6 213 254 77.9 24 9.4 215 84.6 2 8 13 5.1 
LA,M 115 44 38.3 43 1 29 37 84.1 14 37.8 9 24.3 0 0 14 37.8 
LA,W 300 146 48.7 138 5 77 121 82.9 29 24.0 74 61.2 1 4 17 14.0 
MS,N 160 26 16.3 23 2 15 20 76.9 5 25.0 4 20.0 1 5.0 10 600 
MS,S 322 129 40.1 125 3 43 83 64.3 46 55.4 24 28.9 306 9.6 10 12.0 
TX,N 1,206 425 35.2 413 4 10 289 68.0 142 49.1 123 42.6 0 0 24 8.3 
TX,E 587 286 48.7 258 9 113 230 80.4 35 1.2 149 64.8 0 0 46 200 
TX,S 2,502 971 38.8 852 8b 311 635 65.4 331 §2.1 235 37.0 7 11 62 98 
TX,W 2,709 1,080 39.9 1,067 7 142 801 74.2 530 66.2 235 29.3 1 4 35 4.4 

6TH 5,154 1,627 31.6 1,549 27 810 1,078 66.3 374 34.7 544 50.5 10 9 150 13.9 
KY,E 365 152 41.6 141 4 37 119 78.3 68 57.1 41 34.5 0 0 10 8.4 
KY,W 310 96 31.0 94 2 30 71 74.0 18 25.4 37 52.1 3 42 13 18.3 
MIE 1,360 322 23.7 289 H 149 221 68.6 79 35.7 111 50.2 1 5 30 13.6 
MI,.wW 415 149 35.9 148 1 84 84 56.4 84 §©=6. 100.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
OH,N 810 221 27.3 216 2 121 173 78.3 15 8.7 141 81.5 2 1.2 15 8.7 
OH,S 661 192 29.0 182 4 116 148 77.1 12 8.1 105 70.9 4 27 27 18.2 
TNE 460 107 23.3 98 3 63 66 61.7 7 10.6 40 60.6 0 0 19 268 
TN.M 248 106 42.7 105 0 19 58 54.7 21 36.2 26 44.8 0 0 11 19.0 
TN.W 525 282 53.7 276 3 191 138 48.9 70 50.7 43 31.2 0 0 25 18.1 

7TH 2,423 1,018 42.0 . 055 25 408 732 71.9 138 18.9 464 63.4 7 1.0 123 16.8 
iL,N 746 332 44.5 304 2 103 211 63.6 59 28.0 126 59.7 1 5 25 11.8 
IL,C 298 174 58.4 160 5 86 140 80.5 16 11.4 106 75.7 3 21 15 10.7 
iL,S 392 193 49.2 187 3 96 155 80.3 18 11.6 78 50.3 1 6 58 374 
INN 298 65 21.8 63 2 24 53 81.5 19 35.8 20 37.7 2 38 12 226 
INS 260 119 45.8 111 4 42 75 63.0 2 2.7 71 94.7 0 0 2 2.7 
WIE 296 91 30.7 87 4 39 55 60.4 15 27.3 35 63.6 0 0 5 9.1 
WI,w 133 44 33.1 43 1 18 43 97.7 9 20.9 28 65.1 0 0 6 14.0 

8TH 3,280 1,137 34.7 1,073 46 300 854 75.1 187 21.9 531 62.2 12 1.4 124 14.5 
AR.E 364 56 15.4 55 1 14 28 50.0 11 39.3 H 28.6 - oa 7 250 
AR.W 111 15 13.5 15 0 4 12 80.0 9 75.0 3 25.0 0 0 0 0 
1A,N 150 46 30.7 45 0 12 27 58.7 uM 29.6 12 44.4 0 0 7 25.9 
1A,S 230 142 61.7 117 25 123 126 88.7 4 3.2 83 65.9 3 24 360 «28.6 
MN 408 183 44.9 180 2 23 153 83.6 14 9.2 129 84.3 0 0 10 6.5 
MO,E 670 208 31.0 195 3 43 145 69.7 30 20.7 107 73.8 2 1.4 6 4.1 
MO,W 566 202 35.7 195 4 85 138 68.3 30 21.7 76 55.1 1 7 31 22.5 
NE 297 168 56.6 157 9 58 135 80.4 45 33.3 75 55.6 2 1.5 13 96 
ND 221 26 11.8 26 0 2 25 96.2 13 52.0 12 48.0 0 0 0 0 
SD 263 91 34.6 88 2 26 65 71.4 23 35.4 26 40.0 a 14 3= 21.5 
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Table H-5. (Continued) 


Reasons for Detention Ordered 
Defendants 
With Detention Motions Detention Flight and Danger Danger to 
Hearings Held Made by* Ordered Flight Danger to Witness Community 
PSA Cases With 

Circuit and District | Activated | Total Pct. | AUSA** | Court | Presumptions | Total Pet. Total Pet Total Pet. Total | Pet. Total Pet. 

9TH 13,556 6,739 49.7 6,424 75 1,682 5,199 77.4 2,357 46.3 2,404 48.0 27 5 321 6.2 
AK q 242 64 26.4 61 3 39 57 89.1 8 14.0 46 80.7 0 0 3 5.3 
AZ 2,361 1,224 51.8 1,150 20 431 965 78.8 741 76.8 187 19.4 4 4 33 3.4 
CA,N 1,000 567 56.7 515 10 72 356 62.8 126 35.4 200 56.2 2 6 28 7.9 
CALE 810 733 90.5 717 1 249 601 82.0 385 64.1 205 34.1 2 3 y 1.5 
CA,C 2,430 1,408 57.9 1,394 1 520 1,191 84.6 414 34.8 677 56.8 5 4 95 8.0 
CA\S 3,385 683 20.2 616 1 79 414 60.6 280 67.6 117 28.3 2 5 15 3.6 
HI 313 183 58.5 183 0 99 135 73.8 30 22.2 87 64.4 0 0 18 §=- 13.3 
iD 170 77 45.3 77 0 25 65 84.4 27 41.5 27 41.5 . a 9 138 
MT 285 119 41.8 94 17 5 75 63.0 21 28.0 30 40.0 > oF 220 29.3 
NV 651 328 50.4 328 0 90 265 80.8 105 39.6 139 52.5 0 0 21 7.9 
OR 860 710 82.6 698 3 91 585 82.4 100 17.1 440 75.2 5 9 40 6.8 
WA,E 283 234 82.7 230 1 10 178 76.1 84 47.2 80 44.9 0 0 14 7.9 
WA,W 685 391 57.1 345 6 163 301 77.0 31 10.3 256 85.0 1 3 13 4.3 
GUAM 81 18 22.2 16 2 4 11 61.1 5 45.5 3 27.3 2 18.2 1 9.1 
NMI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10TH 3,255 1,678 51.6 1,465 148 409 1,085 64.7 401 37.0 505 46.5 3 3 176 16.2 
co 543 321 59.1 280 3 152 200 62.3 76 38.0 93 46.5 2 10 29 «14.5 
KS 400 207 51.8 201 3 67 160 77.3 21 13.1 124 77.5 1 6 14 8.8 
NM 1,041 688 66.1 538 ©6134 71 459 66.7 253 55.1 112 24.4 0 0 94 205 
OK,N 255 109 42.7 106 2 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 100.0 
OK,E 93 30 32.3 29 1 19 18 60.0 1 5.6 16 88.9 0 0 1 5.6 
OK,W 540 86 15.9 78 3 4 60 69.8 13 21.7 29 48.3 0 0 18 =. 30.0 
UT 261 182 69.7 180 1 56 141 77.5 31 22.0 96 68.1 0 0 14 9.9 
wy 122 55 45.1 53 1 35 46 83.6 6 13.0 35 76.1 0 0 5 109 

11TH 6,709 3,055 45.5 2,859 28 997 2,127 69.6 821 38.6 944 44.4 12 6 350 16.5 
AL,N 297 12 4.0 1 0 5 4 33.3 2 50.0 1 25.0 0 0 1 25.0 
AL,M 185 62 33.5 60 2 39 42 67.7 8 19.0 24 57.1 0 0 10 23.8 
AL,S 398 161 40.5 155 2 91 111 68.9 7 6.3 81 73.0 0 0 2320.7 
FL,N 437 218 49.9 204 10 78 177 81.2 39 22.0 114 64.4 -* 22 «(12.4 
FL.M 1,460 810 55.5 776 12 413 599 74.0 200 33.4 307 51.3 5 8 87 3=—:14.5 
FL,S 2,454 1,381 56.3 1,246 1 231 907 65.7 432 47.6 316 34.8 5 6 154 17.0 
GA,N 715 322 45.0 321 0 111 234 72.7 113 48.3 78 33.3 0 0 43 184 
GA,M 442 38 8.6 37 1 12 22 57.9 13 59.1 9 40.9 0 0 0 0 
GA,S 321 51 15.9 49 0 17 31 60.8 7 22.6 14 45.2 0 0 10 323 


NOTE. THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS RECEIVED. 
* EXCLUDES MOTIONS MADE AND LATER DROPPED. 


** AUSA = ASSISTANT U.S. ATTORNEY Y¥0 
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Table H-6. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act (PSA) Conditions Imposed at Initial Hearings 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Type of Condition imposed 
PSA Personal Third Other No Release 
Cases Recogni- Unsecured Cash Corporate PSA Party Release Conditions 

Circuit and District Activated zance Bond Bond Collateral Surety Supervision Custody Conds. Set’ 

TOTAL. 60,020 7,946 13,647 2,068 1,060 1,670 19,436 689 18,608 31,343 

18T 1,605 189 334 66 56 6 618 42 525 1,213 

ME 175 6 33 4 18 2 44 1 34 112 
MA 628 74 142 7 1 138 5 189 396 
NH 142 16 71 0 1 0 48 1 49 54 
Ri 196 0 58 23 3 0 85 2 83 111 
PR 754 93 30 52 26 5 203 33 170 540 
2ND 5,365 643 1,329 300 104 10 1,209 16 1,671 2,684 

CT 363 29 142 5 12 3 159 4 157 161 
NY,N 560 147 34 23 5 1 67 0 82 350 
NY,E 1,967 213 502 10 90 0 302 3 396 1,154 
NY,S 1,829 227 529 154 77 2 552 7 777 841 
NY,W 507 193 83 104 10 0 159 2 184 110 
vT 149 34 39 4 0 4 60 0 75 68 
3AD 3,400 227 1,076 178 126 28 961 54 726 1,766 

DE 147 22 23 2 1 3 33 2 37 96 
NJ 1,099 38 407 118 72 13 426 19 337 453 
PA,E 1,045 4 408 31 30 6 333 2 261 563 
PA.M 361 148 59 6 4 0 49 3 46 144 
PA.W 326 8 160 18 9 6 88 2 33 124 
vi 422 2 19 3 10 0 32 26 12 386 
4TH 6,638 1,348 1,873 84 145 105 2,410 106 2,266 2,068 

MD 670 207 19 10 8 3 96 17 105 423 
NCE 920 381 145 0 7 2 212 20 211 385 
NC,M 450 143 16 20 4 0 180 13 69 256 
NC,W 853 2 393 12 4 2 374 22 355 441 
sc 1,180 22 568 15 78 88 507 10 485 409 
VA.E 1,420 469 300 12 8 9 536 13 568 621 
VA.W 424 54 134 13 35 1 213 8 198 186 
WV,N 186 6 112 2 0 0 98 3 94 65 
WV,S 435 64 186 0 1 0 194 0 181 182 
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Table H-6. (Continued) 


Type of Condition Imposed 
PSA Personal Third Other No Release 
Cases Recogni- Unsecured Cash Corporate PSA Party Release Conditions 

Circuit and District Activated zance Bond Bond Collateral Surety Supervision Custody Conds. Set’ 

5TH 8,445 624 1,761 1,340 43 221 2,857 95 2,446 4,451 

LAE 544 0 161 27 22 7 112 8 135 327 
LA.M 115 56 9 0 0 0 33 4 21 49 
LA,W 300 56 69 4 8 1 63 3 78 163 
MS,N 160 7 56 38 4 1 74 1 76 52 
MS,S 322 45 67 8 2 31 91 2 69 169 
TX,N 1,206 342 123 49 1 82 487 0 453 610 
TX,E 587 75 175 20 1 2 206 32 167 310 
TX,S 2,502 10 494 689 2 10 704 18 541 1,297 
TX,W 2,709 33 607 505 3 87 1,087 27 906 1,474 
6TH 5,154 731 2,183 166 61 75 2,195 56 2,058 1,936 

KY,E 365 22 140 15 10 5 107 7 106 173 
KY,W 310 40 161 3 2 0 135 6 838 104 
MIE 1,360 101 878 4 2 1 761 9 725 374 
MI,W 415 15 229 13 3 1 205 3 174 154 
OH,N 810 8 431 67 16 3 203 11 400 285 
OH,S 661 368 61 1 5 1 256 2 229 216 
TN,E 460 64 138 19 18 0 211 10 174 220 
™N,.M 248 12 100 7 2 1 85 3 89 126 
™N,W 525 101 45 27 3 63 232 5 73 284 
7TH 2,423 331 725 58 33 3 787 19 709 1,271 

IL,N 746 13 302 17 25 1 229 2 218 387 
IL,C 298 21 89 1 1 0 81 2 85 186 
IL,S 392 13 136 19 2 1 166 8 153 221 
IN,N 298 51 148 3 0 0 93 1 63 96 
IN,S 260 63 15 0 2 0 66 1 44 180 
WIE 296 95 29 16 2 0 70 4 79 153 
WI,W 133 75 6 2 1 1 82 1 67 48 
6TH 3,260 711 812 65 138 13 1,448 57 1,383 1,508 

AR,E 364 232 15 1 0 5 252 4 247 101 
AR,W 111 4 45 1 0 0 46 3 20 53 
1A,N 150 55 25 0 0 0 67 1 61 70 
1A,S 230 1 87 0 0 0 60 2 88 142 
MN 408 32 187 2 1 0 137 2 98 186 
MO,E 670 13 186 35 135 2 329 5 326 298 
MO,W 566 96 204 7 1 6 299 16 298 252 
NE 297 75 22 6 0 0 104 6 96 176 
ND 221 138 5 2 0 0 80 7 71 75 
SD 263 60 36 1 1 0 74 11 78 155 
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Table H-6. (Continued) 


Type of Condition imposed 
PSA Personal Third Other No Release 
Cases Recogni- Unsecured Cash Corporate PSA Party Release Conditions 

Circuit and District Activated zance Bond Bond Collateral Surety Supervision Custody Conds. Set* 

9TH 13,556 1,680 1,612 286 985 942 3,804 7 3,005 6,143 

AK 242 46 34 3 5 1 64 2 63 153 
AZ 2,361 286 60 19 13 3 248 19 254 1,984 
CA,N 1,000 253 133 14 11 2 192 7 189 583 
CA.E 810 40 19 3 9 0 46 3 51 739 
CA,C 2,430 20 564 162 240 3 658 3 673 1,442 
CA,S 3,385 17 576 68 683 930 1,974 2 2,053 1,121 
HI 313 1 90 4 2 0 84 4 90 216 
ID 170 77 6 1 1 0 44 6 44 85 
MT 285 140 7 2 2 0 124 18 117 119 
NV 651 299 5 3 3 1 165 3 211 339 
OR 860 148 2 0 0 0 85 0 86 710 
WA,E 283 44 1 1 1 1 49 0 24 234 
WA,W 685 263 12 2 14 1 130 5 114 392 
GUAM 81 46 3 4 1 0 31 5 26 26 
NMI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
10TH 3,255 731 639 69 14 6 928 124 618 1,771 

co 543 84 117 14 7 0 132 6 126 321 
KS 400 28 132 23 3 0 151 1 121 214 
NM 1,041 174 152 4 2 0 313 94 300 704 
OK,N 255 27 102 7 0 4 122 4 85 115 
OK,E 93 1 39 1 0 0 20 0 15 52 
OK,W 540 379 32 7 0 2 77 1 64 119 
UT 261 32 21 5 1 0 70 15 59 185 
WY 122 6 44 8 1 0 43 3 48 61 
11TH 6,709 531 1,603 326 165 459 2,139 43 2,101 3,632 

AL,N 297 3 196 3 5 1 66 3 34 89 
AL,M 185 3 102 2 0 0 101 1 80 78 
AL,S 398 148 8 9 3 0 137 3 125 230 
FL,N 437 90 84 9 1 1 124 3 149 251 
FL,M 1,460 64 390 35 49 40 478 14 449 879 
FL,S 2,454 14 424 150 13 368 618 3 821 1,496 
GA,N 715 8 220 11 71 17 308 3 142 387 
GA,M 442 172 93 63 12 3 139 144 100 
GA,S 321 29 86 44 11 29 168 11 157 122 


NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS RECEIVED. 
* INCLUDES DEFENDANTS FOR WHOM TEMPORARY DETENTION WAS IMPOSED AND DEFENDANTS WHOSE CASES WERE CONTINUED UNTIL DETENTION HEARINGS WERE HELD. 
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Table H-6A. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act (PSA) Conditions Imposed at Initial Hearings for Defendants Released 


for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


S6¢ 


Type of Condition imposed 
PSA Personal | Third Other No Release 
Defendants Recogni- Unsecured Cash Corporate PSA Party Release Conditions 

Circuit and District Released’ zance | Bond Bond Collateral Surety Supervision Custody Conds. Set? 

TOTAL 26,125 7,613 13,335 1,461 1,036 349 16,566 620 15,772 31,343 

18ST 646 189 334 53 39 7 ‘469 31 480 1,213 

ME 59 6 33 4 12 1 38 1 31 112 
MA 241 74 142 7 8 1 138 5 189 396 
NH 88 16 71 0 1 0 48 1 49 54 
Ri 79 0 58 16 2 0 77 2 75 111 
PR 179 93 30 26 16 5 168 22 136 540 
2ND 2,475 823 1,268 174 182 7 1,218 15 1,560 2,684 

CT 194 29 142 5 12 3 159 4 157 161 
NY,N 195 141 34 12 5 0 64 0 76 350 
NYE 794 207 487 9 87 0 301 3 387 1,154 
NY,S 898 223 486 118 68 1 481 6 689 841 
NY,W 314 189 80 26 10 0 154 2 177 110 
VT 80 34 39 4 0 3 59 0 74 68 
3RD 1,507 217 1,057 95 100 22 888 48 660 1,766 

DE 51 22 23 2 1 2 32 2 36 96 
NJ 531 31 396 41 49 G 360 14 275 453 
PA,E 486 8 406 29 30 6 333 2 260 563 
PAM 212 146 57 5 4 0 48 3 45 144 
PA,W 195 8 156 16 9 5 85 2 32 124 
Vi 32 2 19 2 7 0 30 25 12 386 
4TH 3,483 1,330 1,855 54 73 16 2,315 91 2,170 2,968 

MD 243 204 18 7 7 1 92 13 99 423 
NC,E 545 381 145 0 7 2 212 20 211 385 
NC.M 181 142 15 14 2 0 170 9 61 256 
NC,W 422 2 390 7 3 2 368 20 349 441 
SC 621 22 563 6 20 7 453 8 430 409 
VA.E 835 458 298 9 8 4 532 13 563 621 
VA,W 222 54 132 9 25 0 197 5 185 186 
WV,N 131 6 111 2 0 0 98 3 94 65 
WV,S 283 61 183 0 1 0 193 0 178 182 
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Table H-6A. (Continued) 


Type of Convition Imposed 
PSA Personal Third Other No Release 
Defendants Recogni- Unsecured Cash Corporate PSA Party Release Conditions 

Circuit ana District Released' zance Bond Bond Collateral Surety Supervision Custody Conds. Set? 

5TH 2,976 611 1,748 387 25 93 2,327 83 2,105 4,451 

LA,E 188 0 160 15 8 4 86 6 110 327 
LA,M 63 53 9 0 0 0 32 4 19 49 
LA,W 136 55 67 3 8 1 62 3 76 163 
MS,N 91 7 55 25 2 0 61 0 61 52 
MS,S 135 45 67 6 0 16 84 2 63 169 
TX,N 544 334 123 35 1 49 472 0 435 610 
TX,E 272 75 173 16 1 2 202 29 163 310 
TX,S 703 9 487 182 is 5 646 16 493 1,297 
TX,W 844 33 607 105 3 16 682 23 685 1,474 
6TH 3,157 717 2,172 119 55 66 2,167 §2 2,035 1,936 

KY,E 177 22 137 8 8 2 98 5 98 173 
KY,W 204 39 161 3 1 0 135 6 88 104 
MIE 986 101 874 4 2 1 761 9 725 374 
Mi,W 249 15 226 5 3 0 203 3 173 154 
OH,N 504 8 430 40 15 2 197 11 395 285 
OH,S 441 358 61 7 5 1 253 2 226 216 
TN,E 236 61 138 19 16 0 208 g 171 220 
TN,M 123 12 100 7 2 1 85 3 89 126 
TN,W 237 101 45 26 3 59 227 4 70 284 
7TH 1,151 331 716 45 29 2 783 18 699 1,271 

IL,N 349 13 296 15 22 0 229 2 214 387 
IL,C 111 21 87 0 1 0 81 2 83 186 
IL,S 167 13 136 15 2 1 166 8 153 221 
IN.N 201 51 148 2 0 0 93 1 63 96 
IN,S 102 63 15 0 2 0 66 1 44 180 
WIE 137 95 28 12 1 0 66 3 75 153 
WI,W 84 75 6 “a 1 1 82 1 67 48 
8TH 1,668 705 800 45 64 7 1,392 §7 1,329 1,508 

AR,E 258 231 14 9 0 1 245 4 243 101 
AR,W 56 9 44 0 0 0 45 3 19 53 
1A,N 79 54 25 0 0 0 67 1 61 70 
1A,S 88 1 87 0 0 0 60 2 88 142 
MN 217 29 181 1 1 0 137 2 98 186 
MO,E 285 13 185 20 62 1 282 5 278 298 
MO,W 310 96 201 6 0 5 298 16 297 252 
NE 120 74 22 6 0 0 104 6 96 176 
ND 147 138 5 2 0 0 80 7 71 75 
SD 108 60 36 1 1 0 74 11 78 155 
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Table H-6A. (Continued) 


Type of Condition imposed 
PSA Personal Third Other No Release 
Defendants Recogni- Unsecured Cash Corporate PSA Party Release Conditions 

Circuit and District Released' zance Bond Bond Collateral Surety Supervision Custody Conds. Set’ 

9TH 4,056 1,645 1,192 202 354 16 2,162 75 2,240 6,143 

AK 161 44 34 3 5 0 62 2 61 153 
AZ 762 284 59 13 1 2 246 19 253 1,984 
CA,N 403 247 125 14 1 2 191 7 187 583 
CAE 74 40 19 2 8 0 44 3 49 739 
CA,C 975 16 558 146 224 2 623 3 636 1,442 
CA,S 463 17 272 1 72 7 307 1 355 1,121 
HI 122 1 90 4 2 0 84 4 90 216 
1D 86 77 6 1 1 0 44 6 44 85 
MT 165 140 7 1 2 0 124 18 117 119 
NV 304 284 4 3 3 1 165 3 202 339 
OR 150 148 2 0 0 0 85 0 86 710 
WA,E 48 44 1 1 1 0 48 0 23 234 
WA,W 292 258 12 2 13 1 129 5 113 392 
GUAM 51 45 1 1 0 30 4 24 26 
NMI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
10TH 1,454 722 626 58 13 6 916 117 805 1,771 

co 214 79 114 13 7 0 132 6 126 321 
KS 183 28 132 20 3 0 151 1 121 214 
NM 330 174 145 4 1 0 305 87 293 704 
OK,N 136 27 100 5 0 4 120 4 83 115 
OK,E 41 1 39 1 0 0 20 0 15 52 
OK,W 415 375 31 4 0 2 76 1 62 119 
UT 75 32 21 4 1 0 70 15 58 185 
wy 60 6 aa 7 1 0 42 3 47 61 
11TH 2,552 523 1,567 229 102 108 1,909 33 1,689 3,632 

AL,N 204 3 192 3 5 1 66 3 34 89 
AL,M 105 3 101 1 0 0 100 0 79 78 
AL,S 168 148 8 9 3 0 137 3 125 230 
FL,N 184 87 84 9 1 1 124 3 147 251 
FL,M 526 60 386 20 35 16 440 9 402 879 
FL,S 626 14 406 116 12 68 546 3 558 1,496 
GA,N 274 8 215 6 33 8 255 2 114 387 
GA,M 304 171 90 38 4 2 106 2 108 100 
GA,S 161 29 85 27 gy 12 135 8 122 122 


NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS. 
‘EXCLUDES CASES DISMISSED. 
?INCLUDES DEFENDANTS FOR WHOM TEMPORARY DETENTION WAS IMPOSED AND DEFENDANTS WHOSE CASES WERE CONTINUED UNTIL DETENTION HEARINGS WERE HELD. 
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Table H-7. 


U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act (PSA) Defendants on Supervision 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Type of PSA Supervision 
Defendants Under Defendants Defendants Under 
Supervision as of Received PSA PTD Removed Supervision as of 
Circuit and District | October 1, 1994 for Supervision Supervision Regular Courtesy Supervision* from Supervision September 30, 1995 

TOTAL 21,672 30,763 26,671 24,560 4,111 2,092 28,227 24,208 

1ST 731 809 7861 689 92 28 825 715 
ME 67 70 63 60 3 7 83 54 
MA 309 279 275 219 56 4 322 266 
NH 58 71 65 55 10 6 66 63 
Ri 65 105 105 91 14 0 101 69 
PR 232 284 273 264 9 11 253 263 

2ND 2,449 2,521 2,321 1,970 351 200 1,640 3,130 
CT 191 222 210 192 18 12 193 220 
NY,N 117 136 133 122 11 3 152 101 
NY,E 880 939 816 621 195 123 562 1,257 
NY,S 993 935 883 775 108 52 703 1,225 
NY,W 237 222 213 201 12 9 181 278 
VT 31 67 66 59 7 1 49 49 

3RD 1,473 1,637 1,396 1,195 201 241 1,415 1,695 
DE 23 49 45 35 10 4 52 20 
NJ 640 751 588 472 116 163 630 761 
PAE 538 510 490 448 42 20 452 596 
PA.M 103 97 65 54 1 32 107 93 
PA.W 122 159 137 115 22 22 123 158 
Vi 47 71 71 71 0 0 51 67 

4TH 2,063 3,743 3,431 3,131 300 312 3,582 2,224 
MD 301 315 284 231 53 31 351 265 
NC,E 239 364 298 261 37 66 368 235 
NC,M 144 328 302 255 47 26 249 223 
NC,W 339 537 532 498 34 5 487 389 
Sc 366 693 641 591 50 52 618 441 
VA,E 359 816 703 660 43 113 846 329 
VA,W 143 331 322 296 26 9 289 185 
WV,N 52 123 121 116 5 2 115 60 
WV,S 120 236 228 223 5 8 259 97 
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Table H-7. (Continued) 


Type of PSA Supervision 
Defendants Under Defendants Defendants Under 
Supervision as of Received PSA PTD Removed Supervision as of 
Circuit and District | October 1, 1994 for Supervision Supervision Regular Courtesy Supervision’ from Supervision September 30, 1995 
STH 2,601 4,386 4,001 3,444 647 205 4,176 2,002 
LA,E 192 223 202 177 25 21 230. 185 
LA,M 54 56 44 39 5 12 64 46 
LA,W 82 130 113 92 21 17 118 94 
MS,N 53 75 75 75 0 0 81 47 
MS,S 103 169 152 124 28 17 147 125 
TX,N 486 882 802 660 142 80 715 653 
TX.E 180 335 310 238 72 25 312 203 
TX,S 762 1,296 1,266 1,070 196 30 1,209 849 
TX,W 779 1,220 1,127 969 158 93 1,299 700 
6TH 2,158 3,262 3,042 2,763 279 220 3,049 2,371 
KY,E 85 159 146 133 13 13 140 104 
KY,W 144 204 190 173 17 14 207 141 
MIE 596 1,058 918 866 52 140 964 690 
Mi,W 168 297 286 270 16 1 285 180 
OH,N 165 321 314 269 45 7 303 183 
OH,S 268 374 368 324 44 6 310 332 
TNE 276 307 301 264 37 6 372 211 
™N.M 128 143 138 111 27 5 184 87 
™N.W 328 399 381 353 28 18 284 443 
7TH 832 1,375 1,332 1,123 209 43 1,257 950 
IL,N 387 548 526 399 127 22 528 407 
IL.C 55 145 141 120 21 4 113 87 
IL,S 64 197 196 187 9 1 140 121 
IN,N 135 140 136 123 13 4 145 130 
IN,S 58 104 104 91 13 0 93 69 
WIE 58 130 129 112 17 1 121 67 
WI,W 75 111 100 91 9 1 117 69 
8TH 1,699 2,072 1,692 1,738 154 180 2,007 1,764 
AR,E 227 313 279 260 19 34 318 222 
AR,W 156 77 63 53 10 14 141 92 
1A,N 65 79 74 70 4 5 77 67 
1A,S 76 104 99 80 19 5 70 110 
MN 184 232 231 186 45 1 235 181 
MO,E 376 504 423 398 25 81 455 425 
MO,W 285 382 357 337 20 25 389 278 
NE 191 151 146 137 9 5 85 257 
ND 45 97 92 89 3 5 107 35 
sD 94 133 128 128 0 5 130 97 
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Table H-7. (Continued) 


Type of PSA Supervision 
Defendants Under Defendants Defendants Under 
Supervision as of Received PSA PTD Removed Supervision as of 
Circuit and District | October 1, 1994 for Supervision Supervision Regular Courtesy Supervision’ from Supervision September 30, 1995 

9TH 3,621 5,532 5,264 4,179 1,085 268 4,058 4,195 

AK 35 105 87 86 1 18 91 49 
AZ 485 776 740 588 152 36 821 440 
CA,N 515 623 579 469 110 44 504 634 
CA,E 206 314 309 223 86 5 314 206 
CA,C 1,024 1,677 1,638 1,115 523 39 1,296 1,405 
CA,S 268 506 489 425 64 17 455 319 
HI 88 153 152 146 6 1 122 119 
ID 59 89 74 61 13 15 100 48 
MT 112 205 182 180 2 23 180 137 
NV 278 370 333 254 79 37 351 297 
OR 174 292 284 278 6 8 253 213 
WA,E 195 123 115 101 14 8 147 171 
WA,W 174 257 240 211 29 17 296 135 
GUAM 7 42 42 42 0 0 27 22 
NMI 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
10TH 1,234 1,727 1,629 1,411 218 98 1,794 1,167 

co 192 327 318 262 56 9 273 246 
KS 160 244 214 196 18 30 261 143 
NM 472 556 539 491 48 17 714 314 
OK,N 96 167 159 143 16 8 125 138 
OK,E 31 47 41 27 14 6 56 22 
OK,W 110 175 158 116 42 17 137 148 
UT 142 156 151 129 22 5 166 132 
WY 31 55 49 47 2 6 62 24 
11TH 2,721 3,699 3,492 2,917 575 207 3,325 3,095 

AL,N 137 141 90 87 3 51 190 88 
AL,M 64 145 141 126 15 4 126 83 
AL,S 84 195 170 162 8 25 156 123 
FL,N 108 170 168 151 17 2 175 103 
FL.M 556 891 831 692 139 60 794 653 
FL,S 1,099 1,299 1,282 1,031 251 17 998 1,400 
GA,N 384 500 483 390 93 17 482 402 
GA,M 137 137 129 104 25 8 171 103 
GA,S 152 221 198 174 24 23 233 140 


NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
* PTD = PRETRIAL DIVERSION. INCLUDES PSA CASES THAT WERE LATER CONVERTED TO DIVERSION CASES AND COURTESY SUPERVISION OF DIVERSION CASES. 
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Table H-8. 


U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act (PSA) Defendants With Special Conditions 


for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Special Condition Type 


Cases With 
Special Conditions Total Substance Substance Substance 
PSA Cases Special Abuse Abuse Abuse Testing House Electronic | Mental 
Circuit and District Activated’ Cases Percent | Conditions | Testing Treatment and Treatment | Shelter Arrest Monitoring; Health Other 
TOTAL 64,153 24,217 37.7 41,414 7,771 550 6,059 696 1,279 2,045 717 22,297 
18ST 1,087 632 31.8 1,085 201 19 136 2 72 85 17 553 
ME 178 55 30.9 92 20 6 4 0 3 5 1 53 
MA 684 255 37.3 419 71 4 24 1 40 18 6 255 
NH 152 60 39.5 108 13 3 27 0 1 3 2 59 
Rl 210 44 21.0 52 38 1 0 0 1 1 4 7 
PR 763 218 28.6 414 59 5 81 1 27 58 4 179 
2ND 5,726 2,458 42.9 4,705 283 66 380 6 106 140 69 3,655 
CT 378 189 50.0 288 20 12 10 0 42 13 8 183 
NY,N 571 147 25.7 242 24 6 84 0 2 1 10 115 
NY,E 2,164 748 34.6 948 43 22 35 2 25 58 12 751 
NY,S 1,938 1,056 54.5 2,625 150 13 60 2 25 41 14 2,320 
NY,.W 519 237 45.7 433 23 9 157 2 1 24 10 207 
VT 156 81 51.9 169 23 4 34 0 1 3 15 79 
3RD 3,601 1,081 30.0 1,805 173 26 259 8 156 184 67 932 
DE 157 54 34.4 110 13 1 11 0 18 14 3 50 
NJ 1,215 394 32.4 599 23 3 143 0 59 73 24 274 
PAE 1,087 422 38.8 792 84 13 49 4 70 62 32 478 
PAM 372 63 16.9 104 6 3 41 0 0 4 3 47 
PAW 348 108 31.0 131 23 6 15 4 3 19 5 56 
422 40 9.5 69 24 0 0 0 6 12 0 27 
4TH 6,838 3,076 45.0 §,447 909 37 1,545 47 285 319 106 2,199 
MD 723 225 31.1 445 17 3 132 12 12 51 9 209 
NC,E 957 310 32.4 551 141 5 38 3 33 26 10 295 
NC,M 497 140 28.2 251 93 4 23 2 13 19 4 93 
NC,W 887 560 63.1 1,165 134 4 417 28 89 86 1 406 
Sc 1,230 680 55.3 1,280 103 5 471 1 59 63 30 548 
VA,E 1,463 576 39.4 800 73 6 348 0 14 44 42 273 
VA,W 450 245 54.4 433 133 5 25 0 40 11 4 215 
WV,N 191 113 59.2 158 69 1 36 1 5 2 0 44 
WV,S 440 227 51.6 364 146 4 55 0 20 17 6 116 
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Table H-8. (Continued) 


Special Condition Type 
Cases With 
Special Conditions Total Substance Substance Substance 
PSA Cases Special Abuse Abuse Abuse Testing House Electronic | Mental 
Circuit and District Activated’ Cases Percent Conditions | Testing Treatment and Treatment | Shelter Arrest Monitoring; Health Other 
STH 9,004 3,460 38.0 5,611 1,698 70 492 W7 127 201 69 2,837 
LA,E 569 183 32.2 279 53 6 54 17 4 19 9 117 
LA,M 120 24 20.0 32 10 0 1 0 2 1 0 18 
LA,W 321 113 35.2 174 25 0 42 1 3 6 5 92 
MS,N 160 61 38.1 69 35 0 14 0 1 3 0 16 
MS,S 352 108 30.7 182 65 12 5 0 7 17 0 76 
TX,N 1,348 692 51.3 981 272 2 26 0 3 20 6 652 
TXE 659 246 37.3 332 147 5 43 0 7 7 7 116 
TX,S 2,698 568 32.2 1,346 499 13 115 3 18 71 19 608 
TX,W 2,867 1,165 40.6 2,216 592 32 192 96 82 57 23 1,142 
6TH §,436 2,231 41.0 3,521 680 64 722 19 100 86 77 1,673 
KY,E 378 163 43.1 261 GA 5 20 3 1 10 5 123 
KY,W 327 128 39.1 179 32 10 16 0 9 8 8 96 
MIE 1,413 643 45.5 968 80 9 291 4 12 40 27 505 
MI,W 431 249 57.8 439 135 2 66 5 0 4 5 222 
OH,N 856 280 32.7 477 9 2 157 0 16 34 6 253 
OH,S 705 291 41.3 457 71 9 109 2 6 37 13 210 
TN.E 497 224 45.1 359 163 5 19 4 24 27 7 110 
T™N.M 276 109 39.5 202 30 9 14 1 32 18 3 95 
TN.W 553 144 26.0 179 66 13 30 0 0 8 3 59 
7TH 2,636 1,055 40.0 1,699 294 54 211 23 72 148 35 862 
1L,N 873 384 44.0 519 62 8 80 8 5 81 12 263 
IL,C 319 123 38.6 328 20 7 66 2 7 0 s) 217 
IL,S 401 195 48.6 305 46 27 2 2 40 1 1 186 
IN,N 311 110 35.4 159 55 7 30 2 6 8 6 45 
IN,S 277 71 25.6 122 32 2 2 5 8 11 0 62 
WIE 313 119 38.0 196 44 2 26 3 3 46 3 69 
WI,W 142 53 37.3 70 35 1 5 1 3 1 4 20 
8TH 3,434 1,869 54.4 3,397 694 55 482 77 44 152 54 1,839 
AR.E 383 308 80.4 504 147 16 16 5 1 8 5 306 
AR,W 121 33 27.3 55 12 3 10 0 0 0 4 26 
1A,N 154 73 47.4 93 48 1 19 0 0 8 3 14 
1A,S 249 127 51.0 224 2 0 93 0 0 0 3 126 
MN 453 182 40.2 275 140 1 11 12 3 5 4 99 
MO,E 695 406 58.4 917 105 18 111 10 18 38 13 604 
MO,W 586 388 66.2 680 125 8 105 28 15 4 13 382 
NE 306 146 47.7 275 38 3 81 9 5 5 5 129 
ND 224 90 40.2 164 23 0 0 3 1 84 0 53 
SD 263 116 44.1 210 54 5 36 10 1 0 4 100 
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Table H-8. (Continued) 


Special Condition Type 
Cases With 
Special Conditions Total Substance Substance Substance 
PSA Cases Special Abuse Abuse Abuse Testing House Electronic | Mental 

Circuit and District Activated’ Cases Percent Conditions | Testing Treatment and Treatment | Shelter Arrest Monitoring, Health Other 
9TH 14,643 3,875 26.5 6,537 1,226 93 888 187 115 231 134 3,663 

AK 244 130 53.3 188 26 13 4 3 7 3 2 130 
AZ 2,513 579 23.0 932 153 12 248 38 9 31 12 429 
CA,N 1,110 368 33.2 711 70 4 80 29 9 39 12 468 
CA,E 896 204 22.8 294 109 12 43 4 10 8 8 100 
CA,C 2,953 1,022 34.6 1,742 335 5 32 8 22 14 21 1,305 
CA,S 3,449 265 7.7 311 33 7 139 6 3 1 11 101 
Hi 319 147 46.1 344 93 0 24 17 24 23 16 147 
ID 183 67 36.6 133 4 14 25 0 3 16 9 62 
MT 288 170 59.0 282 75 8 50 2 8 12 7 120 
NV 730 340 46.6 573 76 5 105 22 5 32 5 323 
OR 866 282 32.6 539 115 7 61 44 2 30 17 263 
WA,E 297 79 26.6 113 17 1 48 0 8 3 2 34 
WA,W 714 187 26.2 289 95 5 29 14 4 8 12 122 
GUAM 81 35 43.2 86 25 0 0 0 1 1 0 59 
NMI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
10TH 3,474 1,438 41.4 2,390 537 37 420 169 50 118 52 1,007 

co 600 287 47.8 476 124 9 78 13 5 20 9 218 
KS 418 166 39.7 274 76 3 54 4 5 6 8 118 
NM 1,089 561 51.5 939 169 13 179 102 8 62 13 393 
OK,N 271 84 31.0 126 12 1 55 4 4 9 7 34 
OK,E 107 40 37.4 86 17 0 6 0 15 11 1 36 
OK,W 582 96 16.5 143 63 2 14 3 4 0 4 53 
UT 283 147 51.9 250 44 8 23 42 9 8 5 111 
WY 124 57 46.0 96 32 1 11 1 0 2 5 44 
11TH 7,284 3,042 41.8 5,217 1,076 29 524 41 152 281 37 3,077 

AL,N 300 69 23.0 91 40 1 2 2 2 5 2 37 
AL,M 200 112 56.0 178 63 1 25 2 2 14 0 71 
AL,S 406 198 48.8 443 38 1 123 16 53 14 11 187 
FL,N 454 171 37.7 250 88 1 7 1 g 21 0 123 
FL.M 1,599 601 37.6 874 329 5 43 12 21 61 9 394 
FL,S 2,705 1,444 53.4 2,768 242 6 234 4 49 109 14 2,110 
GA,N 808 143 17.7 169 90 6 22 4 5 23 0 19 
GA,.M 467 156 33.4 235 79 6 42 0 0 6 1 101 
GA,S 345 148 42.9 209 107 2 26 0 11 28 0 35 


NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS RECEIVED 
* INCLUDES PSA COURTESY SUPERVISION CASES. 
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Table H-9. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act (PSA) Release and Detention 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


pea Initial Hearing initial Detention/First Review Bail Review Hearings 
Cases 
Circuit and District Activated Released’ Detained Defendants Released Detained Defendants Released Detained 
' 

TOTAL 60,020 25,125 34,895 25,942 4,687 21,255 9,593 5,476 4,117 

1ST 1,605 646 1,249 889 140 749 237 103 134 
ME 175 59 116 79 14 65 29 13 16 
MA 628 241 387 299 38 261 68 44 24 
NH 142 88 54 51 5 46 14 3 11 
Ri 196 79 117 109 4 105 39 16 23 
PR 754 179 575 351 79 272 87 27 60 

2ND 5,365 2,475 2,890 2,526 415 2,111 1,359 858 501 
cr 353 194 159 146 28 118 61 34 27 
NY,N 560 195 365 347 63 284 83 61 22 
NY,E 1,967 794 1,173 1,117 204 913 155 109 46 
NY,S 1,829 898 931 768 91 677 933 564 369 
NY, W 507 314 193 88 10 78 106 79 27 
VT 149 80 69 60 19 41 21 11 10 

3RD 3,400 1,507 1,893 1,493 214 1,279 259 168 91 
DE 147 51 96 64 q 55 25 12 13 
NJ 1,099 531 568 340 20 320 111 70 41 
PAE 1,045 486 559 544 108 436 57 46 11 
PA.M 361 212 149 55 8 47 16 10 6 
PA.W 326 195 131 124 36 88 31 22 9 
vi 422 32 390 366 33 333 19 8 11 

4TH 6,538 3,483 3,055 2,347 498 1,849 1,458 866 592 
MD 670 243 427 413 87 326 241 122 119 
NC,E 920 545 375 346 58 288 41 18 23 
NC,M 450 181 269 179 27 152 185 113 72 
NC,W 853 422 431 335 95 240 150 111 39 
SC 1,180 621 559 254 38 216 268 196 72 
VA,E 1,420 835 585 536 123 413 279 149 130 
VA,W 424 222 202 122 22 100 214 124 90 
WV,N 186 131 55 35 11 24 27 5 22 
WV,S 435 283 152 127 37 90 53 28 25 
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Table H-9. (Continued) 


pea Initial Hearing Initial Detention/First Review Bail Review Hearings 
Cases 

__ Circuit and District Activated Released’ Detained Defendants Released Detained Defendants Released Detained 

5TH 8,445 2,976 5,469 3,433 586 2,847 1,256 617 639 
LA,E 544 188 356 326 27 299 90 61 29 
LA.M 115 63 52 44 5 39 4 3 1 
LA,W 300 136 164 146 23 123 15 9 6 
MS,N 160 91 69 26 1 25 12 8 4 
MS,S 322 135 187 129 17 112 89 40 49 
TX,N 1,206 544 662 425 105 320 141 77 64 
TX,E 587 272 315 286 49 237 101 60 41 
TX,S 2,502 703 1,799 971 169 802 351 166 185 
TX,W 2,709 844 1,865 1,080 190 890 453 193 260 

6TH 5,154 3,157 1,997 1,627 467 1,160 549 286 263 
KY,E 365 177 188 152 24 128 84 49 35 
KY,W 310 204 106 96 24 72 20 9 11 
MIE 1,360 986 374 322 98 224 136 69 67 
MI,W 415 249 166 149 54 95 65 37 28 
OH,N 810 504 306 221 38 183 78 36 42 
OH,S 661 441 220 192 42 150 49 33 16 
TNE 460 236 224 107 30 77 60 24 36 
™N\M 248 123 125 106 19 87 25 13 12 
TN,W 525 237 288 282 138 144 32 16 16 

7TH 2,423 1,151 1,272 1,018 203 815 584 292 292 
IL,N 746 349 397 332 88 244 164 117 47 
IL,C 298 111 187 174 33 141 28 14 14 
iL,S 392 167 225 193 34 159 103 28 75 
IN,N 298 201 97 65 8 57 50 29 21 
INS 260 102 158 119 19 100 83 24 59 
WIE 296 137 159 91 20 71 121 62 59 
WI,W 133 84 49 44 1 43 35 18 17 

8TH 3,280 1,668 1,612 1,137 235 902 773 484 289 
AR,E 364 258 106 56 19 37 76 57 19 
AR,W 111 56 55 15 1 14 13 3 10 
1A,N 150 79 71 46 17 29 10 5 5 
1A,S 230 88 142 142 16 126 63 22 41 
MN 408 217 191 183 30 153 19 8 11 
MO,E 670 285 385 208 40 168 182 161 21 
MO,W 566 310 256 202 57 145 303 180 123 
NE 297 120 177 168 29 139 22 14 8 
ND 221 147 74 26 1 25 20 6 14 


SD 263 108 155 91 25 66 65 28 37 
AGY 
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Table H-9. (Continued) 


initial Hearing Initial Detention/First Review Bail Review Hearings 
PSA 
Cases 
Circuit and District Activated Released’ Detained Defendants Released Detained Defendants Released Detained 

9TH 13,556 4,056 9,500 6,739 1,100 5,639 1,562 787 776 
AK 242 161 81 64 3 61 82 50 32 
AZ 2,361 762 1,599 1,224 203 1,021 195 99 96 
CA,N 1,000 403 597 567 164 403 171 130 41 
CAE 810 74 736 733 118 615 74 48 26 
CA,C 2,430 975 1,455 1,408 156 1,252 7u 33 42 
CA,S 3,385 463 2,922 683 48 635 576 200 376 
HI 313 122 191 183 41 142 44 35 gy 
ID 170 86 84 77 
MT 285 165 120 119 
NV 651 304 347 328 
OR 860 150 710 710 
WA,E 283 48 235 234 
WA,W 685 292 393 391 
GUAM 81 51 30 18 
NMI 0 0 0 0 

10TH 3,255 1,454 1,601 1,678 
co 543 214 329 321 
KS 400 183 217 207 
NM 1,041 330 711 688 
OK,N 255 136 119 109 
OK,E 93 41 52 30 
OK,W 540 415 125 86 
UT 261 75 186 182 
wy 122 60 62 55 

11TH 6,709 2,552 4,157 3,055 
AL,N 297 204 93 12 
AL,M 185 105 80 62 
AL,S 398 168 230 161 
FL,N 437 184 253 218 
FL.M 1,460 526 934 810 
FL.S 2,454 626 1,828 1,381 
GA,.N 715 274 441 322 
GA.M 442 304 i38 38 
GA,S 321 161 160 51 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS RECEIVED 
* INCLUDES CASES DISMISSED 
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Table H-10. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act (PSA) Types of Bail Review Hearings Held 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


es Types of Review Hearings Held 
Total Detention Bail Reviews at Reviews Reviews Violation Nonhearing 
Circuit and District Hearings Held Hearings Reviews Conviction at Sentence on Appeal Reviews Reviews 

TOTAL 07,217 26,510 11,518 26,917 25,545 71 2,273 2,383 

1ST 2,738 892 283 742 672 1 84 64 
ME 343 80 38 91 129 0 2 3 
MA 1,445 299 107 502 441 0 55 41 
NH 249 52 5 71 101 0 17 3 
Ri 187 112 42 29 0 1 3 0 
PR 514 349 91 49 1 0 7 17 

2ND 8,080 2,538 2,118 1,774 1,195 7 141 307 
CT 648 136 79 181 203 2 14 33 
NY,N 818 358 102 337 4 0 14 3 
NY,E 1,335 1,107 200 19 2 1 4 2 
NY,S 4,235 782 1,522 872 736 4 79 240 
NY,W 719 92 190 266 135 0 12 24 
VT 325 63 25 99 115 0 18 5 

3RD 3,955 1,510 277 1,362 625 4 52 125 
DE 288 65 22 91 89 0 4 17 
NJ 1,048 341 134 363 148 0 12 50 
PAE 1,049 549 59 202 156 3 28 52 
PA,M 376 59 13 281 12 0 6 5 
PA,W 307 122 31 144 7 1 2 0 
Vi 887 374 18 281 213 0 0 1 

4TH 12,889 2,412 1,658 4,294 3,898 5 364 258 
MD 1,447 414 336 428 229 1 12 27 
NCE 1,920 347 23 686 813 0 26 25 
NC,M 972 218 196 285 253 1 9 10 
NC,W 1,722 342 128 618 535 0 39 60 
SC 1,931 252 309 563 665 0 124 18 
VA.E 2,872 538 242 989 951 2 84 66 
VA,W 1,259 136 364 393 295 0 46 25 
WV,N 174 36 8 98 10 1 19 2 
WV,S 592 129 52 234 147 0 5 25 


5 
co Table H-10. (Continued) 
Types of Review Hearings Held 
Total Detention Bail Reviews at Reviews Reviews Violation Nonhearing 
Circuit and District Hearings Held Hearings Reviews Conviction at Sentence on Appeal Reviews Reviews 

5TH 14,655 3,588 1,332 4,777 4,755 7 197 190 
LA,E 1,174 331 114 327 386 0 9 7 
LA,M 173 47 2 56 66 0 1 1 
LA,W 343 147 15 140 37 0 3 1 
MS,N 293 28 21 133 109 0 2 0 
MS,S 730 134 11 232 232 0 18 3 
TX,N 1,687 453 128 568 493 0 20 25 
TX.E 935 292 142 346 127 0 21 7 
TX,S 3,826 1,004 338 1,120 1,256 0 46 62 
TX,.W 5,694 1,152 461 1,855 2,049 7 77 93 

6TH 7,373 1,647 $87 2,372 2,335 7 203 222 
KY,E 503 154 26 149 48 0 36 90 
KY ,W 401 97 22 155 113 0 "3 1 
MIE 1,782 323 191 562 648 2 31 25 
MI,W 829 151 67 280 313 1 10 7 
OH,N 1,514 225 73 501 632 3 47 33 
OH,S 389 195 75 68 23 0 22 6 
TN,E 941 105 88 308 390 0 27 23 
TN.M 44) 106 13 121 153 1 14 33 
T™N.W 573 291 32 228 15 0 3 4 

7TH 4,993 1,073 745 1,480 1,465 4 90 136 
IL,N 1,468 327 201 399 448 1 48 44 
IL,C 535 173 35 135 178 0 5 9 
1L,S 959 193 131 328 273 0 11 23 
IN,N 553 80 75 168 221 0 4 5 
IN,S 598 118 105 159 202 2 3 9 
WIE 571 132 155 191 34 0 16 43 
WI,w 309 50 43 100 109 1 3 3 

6TH 6,311 1,206 867 1,875 1,762 0 452 149 
AR.E 711 59 113 266 254 0 0 19 
AR,W 132 16 7 79 17 0 6 7 
1A,N 200 49 11 73 57 0 10 J 
1A,S 394 173 7 123 19 0 13 59 
MN 779 186 20 206 345 0 22 0 
MO,E 1,284 208 121 315 336 0 296 8 
MO,W 1,624 206 441 478 381 0 72 46 
NE 474 186 50 78 155 0 3 2 
ND 397 26 26 167 168 0 2 8 
SO 316 97 71 90 30 0 28 0 


60¢ 


Table H-10. (Continued) 


Types of Review Hearings Held 


Total Detention Bail Reviews at Reviews Reviews Violation Nonhearing 
Circuit and District Hearings Held Hearings Reviews Conviction at Sentence on Appeal Reviews Reviews 

9TH 19,657 6,845 1,862 5,399 4,633 24 370 524 
AK 507 66 85 145 168 0 0 43 
AZ 5,034 1,225 202 1,654 1,788 12 72 81 
CA,N 1,210 568 153 159 60 1 62 207 
CAE 1,380 729 106 476 42 1 18 8 
CA,C 2,928 1,425 118 588 784 1 4 8 
CA,S 2,710 750 776 636 501 2 40 5 
HI 646 188 51 146 202 4 22 33 
iD 429 82 89 102 117 0 6 33 
MT 367 119 16 195 19 2 14 2 
NV 825 332 47 290 100 1 43 12 
OR 1,904 717 152 499 382 0 78 76 
WA,E 306 238 5 61 0 0 2 0 
WA,W 1,324 386 52 397 464 0 4 16 
GUAM 87 20 10 51 6 0 0 0 
NMI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10TH 5,594 1,732 581 1,781 1,155 10 150 185 
co 758 324 69 298 54 0 9 4 
KS 734 212 147 264 67 5 13 26 
NM 2,144 697 153 507 617 4 73 93 
OK,N 450 111 45 109 153 0 4 28 
OK,E 93 26 13 51 2 0 1 0 
OK,W 675 87 30 353 188 1 0 16 
UT 556 219 82 135 67 0 41 12 
WY 184 56 42 64 7 0 9 6 

11TH 10,772 3,067 1,208 3,061 3,050 2 170 214 
AL,N 372 13 14 227 117 0 0 1 
AL.M 226 72 47 75 29 0 3 0 
AL,S 1,064 163 225 338 271 0 21 46 
FL,N 879 220 26 272 341 0 1 9 
FL.M 2,479 813 276 689 625 0 62 14 
FL,S 3,727 1,364 391 794 1,046 1 39 92 
GA,N 1,291 322 76 457 373 1 18 4. 
GA,M 393 44 119 24 196 0 9 1 
GA,S 341 56 34 185 52 0 7 7 


NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
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Table H-11. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act (PSA) Bail Violations Reported 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Type of Violation Reported When Occurred 
With Total 
PSA Cases Total Violation | Violations Fall to Release Before Before 
Circuit and District Closed Released Reported Reported Felony Misdemeanor | Appear Conditions Other Adjudicat. | Sentence Surrender 

TOTAL 52,108 20,147 4,878 7,203 582 463 804 4,869 576 4,251 2,500 443 

18T 1,607 655 106 166 21 4 20 101 19 103 52 10 
ME 177 95 4 9 1 0 1 5 2 4 5 0 
MA 606 348 41 76 1 2 8 53 2 58 15 3 
NH 129 100 17 23 3 2 6 1 1 16 7 0 
RI 178 79 4 8 0 0 0 8 0 3 5 0 
PR 517 233 40 49 6 0 5 24 14 22 20 7 

2ND 3,726 2,239 262 421 79 35 100 169 38 265 140 16 
CT 292 207 21 30 a) 0 3 10 8 19 11 0 
NY,N 461 251 15 18 4 1 : 8 1 13 5 0 
NY,E 1,092 493 15 16 8 2 1 § 0 9 6 1 
NY,S 1,285 876 114 139 26 8 6. 30 11 103 31 5 
NY,W 467 322 91 162 25 20 25 75 17 94 58 10 
VT 128 90 26 56 7 4 3 41 1 27 29 0 

3RD 2,848 1,566 207 293 45 27 36 142 43 164 109 20 
DE 126 66 11 15 1 0 0 9 5 15 0 0 
NJ 907 544 80 105 17 13 16 43 16 59 37 9 
PA.E 786 479 75 119 16 7 15 65 16 67 ad 8 
PA.M 337 224 14 16 4 1 2 7 2 5 10 1 
PA,W 295 198 26 37 7 6 3 17 4 17 18 2 
Vi 397 55 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 

4TH 6,111 4,074 678 1,014 65 68 61 781 39 602 374 38 
MD 679 393 57 95 7 3 6 71 8 58 35 2 
NCE 960 656 45 91 4 4 8 70 5 60 31 0 
NC.M 354 164 17 22 1 7 4 8 2 10 9 3 
NC,W 671 471 60 80 11 18 0 51 0 38 41 1 
SC 1,027 717 130 148 16 1 9 116 6 55 80 13 
VA.E 1,396 959 263 454 14 26 24 376 14 302 142 10 
VA,W 451 276 44 55 5 4 5 39 2 39 14 2 
WV,N 163 128 25 27 1 1 1 24 0 17 10 0 
WV,S 410 310 37 42 6 4 4 26 2 23 12 7 
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Table H-11. (Continued) 


Type of Violation Reported When Occurred 
With Total 
PSA Cases Total Violation Violations Fail to Release Before Before 
Circuit and District Closed Released | Reported Reported Felony Misdemeanor | Appear Conditions Other Adjudicat. | Sentence | Surrender 

6TH 7,632 3,603 685 633 67 47 131 536 62 482 287 64 
LAE 504 249 39 50 2 3 3 38 4 15 34 1 
LAM 89 59 4 4 2 0 0 0 2 0 3 1 
LA.W 281 12 13 14 4 1 0 4 1 10 4 0 
MS,N 190 124 27 41 9 2 0 29 1 22 13 6 
MS,S 333 190 23 36 3 0 4 22 7 27 9 0 
TX,N 902 530 4H 60 6 6 1 29 4 37 19 4 
TX.E 524 296 71 103 11 5 1 78 4 71 28 4 
Tx,S 2,216 854 169 200 16 14 68 88 14 124 64 12 
TX.W 2,593 1,149 191 325 14 16 44 244 7 176 113 36 

6TH 4,812 3,464 495 726 63 50 58 514 4l 382 310 34 
KY.E 364 243 51 77 4 3 3 55 12 35 37 5 
KYW 306 227 33 53 1 6 2 42 2 30 22 1 
MIE 1,350 1,050 106 122 21 4 15 75 7 56 62 4 
Mi.w 396 284 35 49 4 0 4 39 2 30 19 0 
OH,N 779 539 71 130 10 5 17 96 2 81 42 7 
OH,.S 504 406 76 123 4 19 1 92 7 49 66 8 
TNE 536 342 83 112 12 6 5 84 5 59 46 7 
™.M 245 154 16 33 2 3 5 20 3 25 8 0 
™N,W 332 219 24 27 5 4 6 11 1 17 4 2 

7TH 2,249 1,247 193 306 15 26 26 197 42 163 133 10 
iL.N 758 409 81 138 7 15 17 74 25 58 77 3 
iL.C 234 119 20 29 1 5 1 19 3 14 12 3 
iL.S 295 142 21 31 1 1 4 24 1 28 3 0 
IN.N 277 195 12 14 2 2 1 7 2 5 8 1 
INS 259 123 3 8 0 0 0 8 0 2 6 0 
Wie 299 175 42 63 4 2 0 50 7 39 21 3 
Wi.w 127 84 14 23 0 1 3 15 4 17 0 

8TH 2,793 1,843 505 685 52 52 43 685 53 526 318 “1 
ARE 342 278 56 4 2 9 83 1 58 32 4 
AR.W 121 85 14 15 2 1 2 10 0 ) 6 0 
1A,N 121 78 25 0 7 1 33 3 38 5 1 
IAS 134 57 19 37 2 1 3 30 1 29 8 0 
MN 451 279 60 104 6 7 10 79 2 56 43 5 
MO,E 503 300 158 310 24 11 7 243 25 175 115 20 
MO,W 477 341 86 170 10 16 4 128 8 99 66 5 
NE 199 109 32 37 0 1 0 31 5 20 17 0 
ND 222 158 14 22 1 1 0 19 1 11 11 0 
1 8) 223 158 41 47 3 5 3 29 7 31 15 1 
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Table H-11. (Continued) 


Type of Violation Reported When Occurred 
With Total 
PSA Cases Total Violation | Violations Fail to Release Before Before 
Circuit and District Closed Released Reported Reported Felony | Misdemeanor | Appear Conditions Other Adjudicat. | Sentence | Surrender 

OTH 11,606 6,320 868 1,270 60 71 190 863 7 768 a4 98 
AK 252 162 5 7 0 0 0 7 0 4 2 1 
AZ 2,284 1,370 197 303 15 14 35 212 27 202 83 18 
CA,N 768 470 64 90 7 4 16 50 a) 51 32 7 
CAE 701 202 46 71 4 5 5 45 12 53 16 2 
CA,C 1,779 743 72 86 5 6 20 49 6 42 38 6 
CA,S 2,925 802 145 201 15 1 62 106 7 11 76 14 
Hi 250 156 39 67 2 2 5 58 0 31 30 6 
iD 180 123 15 28 1 1 2 21 3 16 7 6 
MT 231 167 24 26 2 1 4 19 0 15 11 0 
NV 623 350 113 174 6 a) 19 135 5 105 51 18 
OR 723 260 78 113 10 10 7 82 4 75 25 13 
WA,E 223 100 1 15 0 3 2 10 0 a) 6 0 
WA,W 597 366 59 89 2 1 13 69 4 45 37 7 
GUAM 60 49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
NMI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10TH 3,062 2,007 446 601 37 30 61 400 53 369 1869 43 
co 401 239 50 66 2 9 10 38 7 41 22 3 
KS 406 247 48 59 5 3 5 40 6 48 11 0 
NM 1,035 693 231 309 23 14 50 198 24 173 99 37 
OK,N 213 136 24 46 1 1 0 34 10 27 17 2 
OK,E 85 40 3 5 0 0 1 4 0 5 0 0 
OK,W 557 436 31 40 2 1 10 24 3 25 15 0 
UT 243 145 45 56 0 2 4 47 3 38 17 1 
WY 112 71 14 20 4 0 1 15 0 12 8 0 

11TH 5,683 2,929 513 779 69 53 58 48) 118 437 273 69 
AL,N 340 244 13 16 3 1 3 8 1 12 4 0 
ALM 189 131 21 33 4 2 0 24 3 15 15 3 
AL,S 312 178 30 62 2 1 3 49 7 44 16 2 
FL.N 423 197 32 40 5 0 2 25 8 24 16 0 
FL,M 1,270 666 110 157 7 14 14 114 8 70 64 23 
FL,S 1,718 654 171 270 18 12 11 171 58 160 76 34 
GA,N 690 357 54 69 8 3 22 16 34 31 4 
GA,M 469 341 57 101 21 17 4 45 14 60 38 3 
GA,S 272 161 25 31 1 3 23 3 18 13 0 


NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
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Table H-11A. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act (PSA) Bail Violations and Action Taken by Court 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Bail Violations and Action Taken by Court 


Defendants Total No Change Conditions Bail 
Total PSA Defendants With Violations Violations in Conditions Changed Revoked/ 
Circuit and District Cases Closed Released Reported Reported on Release on Release Detained 

TOTAL 62,108 29,147 4,878 7,293 4,524 770 1,999 

18ST 1,607 855 106 165 66 25 74 
ME 177 95 4 9 0 0 9 
MA 606 348 41 76 19 17 40 
NH 129 100 17 23 8 3 12 
RI 178 79 4 8 5 2 1 
PR 517 233 40 49 34 3 12 

2ND 3,725 2,239 282 421 78 121 
CT 292 207 21 30 8 7 15 
NY,N 461 251 15 18 1 0 7 
NY,E 1,092 493 15 16 9 1 6 
NY,S 1,285 876 114 139 63 41 35 
NY,W 467 322 91 162 104 23 35 
VT 128 90 26 56 27 6 23 

3RD 2,848 1,566 207 293 163 50 80 
DE 126 66 11 15 4 2 9 
NJ 907 544 80 105 56 22 27 
PA,E 786 479 7§ 119 61 25 33 
PA,M 337 224 14 16 10 0 6 
PA,W 295 198 26 37 32 1 4 
Vi 397 55 1 1 0 0 1 

4TH 6,111 4,074 678 1,014 94 328 
MD 679 393 57 95 74 7 14 
NC,E 960 656 45 91 49 7 35 
NC,M 354 164 17 22 13 4 5 
NC,W 671 471 60 80 47 9 24 
Sc 1,027 717 130 148 46 9 93 
VA,E 1,396 959 263 454 325 47 82 
VA,W 451 276 44 55 14 8 33 
WV,N 163 128 25 27 3 0 24 
WV,S 410 310 37 42 21 3 18 
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Table H-11A. (Continued) 


Bail Violations and Action Taken by Court 


Defendants Total No Change Conditions Bail 
Total PSA Defendants With Violations Violations in Conditions Changed Revoked/ 
Circuit and District Cases Closed Released Reported Reported on Release on Release Detained 

5TH 7,632 3,603 585 833 538 63 232 
LA,E 504 249 39 50 26 7 17 
LA,M 89 59 4 4 2 1 1 
LA,W 281 152 13 14 2 2 10 
MS,N 190 124 27 41 29 2 10 
MS,S 333 190 23 36 17 4 15 
TX,N 902 530 48 60 43 8 9 
TX,E 524 296 71 103 64 7 32 
TX,S 2,216 854 169 200 113 18 69 
TX,W 2,593 1,149 191 325 242 14 69 

6TH 4,812 3,464 495 726 459 45 222 
KY,E 364 243 51 77 50 3 24 
KY ,W 306 227 33 53 34 1 18 
MI,E 1,350 1,050 106 122 80 9 33 
MI,W 396 284 35 49 29 3 17 
OH,N 779 539 71 130 84 6 40 
OH,S 504 406 76 123 94 9 20 
TN,E 536 342 83 112 69 8 35 
TN,M 245 154 16 33 12 5 16 
TN,W 332 219 24 27 7 1 19 

7TH 2,249 1,247 193 306 172 50 a4 
IL,N 758 409 81 138 81 33 24 
IL,C 234 119 20 29 16 3 10 
IL,S 295 142 21 31 12 2 17 
IN,N 277 195 12 14 9 0 5 
IN,S 259 123 3 8 0 0 8 
WIE 299 175 42 63 41 10 12 
WI,wW 127 84 14 23 13 2 8 

8TH 2,793 1,843 505 885 612 46 227 
AR,E 342 278 56 99 68 7 24 
AR,W 121 85 14 15 7 1 7 
1A,N 121 78 25 44 31 3 10 
IA,S 134 57 19 37 22 3 12 
MN 451 279 60 104 69 5 30 
MO,E 503 300 158 310 278 3 29 
MO,W 477 341 86 170 109 10 51 
NE 199 109 32 37 4 7 26 
ND 222 158 14 22 12 3 7 
SD 223 158 41 4? 12 4 31 
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Table H-11A. (Continued) 


Bail Vic lations and Action Taken by Court 


Defendants Total No Change Conditions Bail 
Total PSA Defendants With Violations Violations in Conditions Changed Revoked/ 
Circuit and District Cases Closed Released Reported Reported on Release on Release Detained 

9TH 11,596 §,320 868 1,270 809 163 298 
AK 252 162 5 7 5 0 2 
AZ 2,284 1,370 197 303 212 45 46 
CA,N 768 470 64 90 58 . 20 12 
CA,E 701 202 46 71 50 5 16 
CA,C 1,779 743 72 86 63 7 16 
CA,S 2,925 802 145 201 142 27 32 
HI 250 156 39 67 34 5 28 
ID 180 123 15 28 16 0 12 
MT 231 167 24 26 4 1 21 
NV 623 350 113 174 106 25 43 
OR 723 260 78 113 50 24 39 
WA,E 223 100 11 15 9 1 5 
WA,W 597 366 59 89 60 3 26 
GUAM 60 49 0 0 0 0 0 
NMI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10TH 3,052 2,007 446 601 379 74 148 
co 401 239 50 66 48 11 7 
KS 406 247 48 59 25 11 23 
NM 1,035 693 231 309 230 17 62 
OK,N 213 136 24 46 34 6 6 
OK,E 85 40 3 5 2 1 2 
Ok,W 557 436 31 40 24 6 10 
UT 243 145 45 56 11 18 27 
WY 112 71 14 20 5 4 11 

11TH 5,683 2,929 §13 779 §12 82 185 
AL,N 340 244 13 16 10 0 6 
AL,M 189 131 21 33 15 8 10 
AL,S 312 178 30 62 34 4 24 
FL,N 423 197 32 40 19 4 17 
FL,M 1,270 666 110 157 88 21 48 
FL,S 1,718 654 171 270 192 37 41 
GA,N 690 357 54 69 49 6 14 
GA,M 469 341 57 101 84 2 15 
GA,S 272 161 25 31 21 0 10 


NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
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Table H-12. 


U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act (PSA) Circumstances Involved in Violations Reported 


for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Total Electronic Residential 

Circuit and District Violations Drugs Violence Weapons Reporting Monitoring Treatment Other 
TOTAL 7,203 3,855 261 91 966 196 144 1,790 

18T 165 68 16 3 11 9 1 58 

ME 9 3 0 0 0 1 0 5 
MA 76 26 8 0 5 2 0 35 
NH 23 9 2 0 0 1 0 11 
Ri 8 7 0 1 0 0 0 0 
PR 49 23 5 2 6 5 1 7 
2ND 421 164 26 7 70 8 1 143 

CT 30 13 1 1 0 0 0 15 
NY,N 18 8 1 1 4 0 0 4 
NY,E 16 6 1 0 2 1 0 6 
NY,S 139 34 7 1 37 2 1 57 
NY,W 162 78 14 4 27 5 0 34 
VT 56 25 4 0 0 0 0 27 
3R0 293 115 17 4 “1 20 10 . 86 

DE 15 3 1 0 3 1 0 7 
NJ 105 33 6 2 11 12 7 34 
PA,E 119 55 4 2 21 7 3 27 
PA,M 16 8 2 0 2 0 0 4 
PA,W 37 15 4 0 4 0 0 14 
vi 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
4TH 1,014 624 32 7 125 24 § 196 

MD 95 67 6 2 3 2 1 14 
NC,E 91 53 1 0 3 3 0 31 
NC,M 22 10 2 0 4 0 0 6 
NC,W 80 37 5 0 9 6 0 23 
SC 148 103 3 4 9 7 2 20 
VA,E 454 281 8 1 80 6 1 77 
VA,W 55 34 5 0 7 0 0 9 
WV,N 27 17 0 0 5 0 1 4 
WV,S 42 22 3 0 5 0 0 12 
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Table H-12. (Continued) 


Total Electronic Residential 

Circuit and District Violations Drugs Violence Weapons Reporting Monitoring Treatment Other 
5TH 833 416 24 10 67 18 22 276 

LA,E 50 22 5 1 12 1 3 6 
LA,M 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 
LA,W 14 5 1 A 3 1 0 3 
MS,N 41 29 1 1 0 1 0 9 
MS,S 36 19 0 1 0 4 1 11 
TX,N 60 31 1 0 6 1 0 21 
TX,E 103 63 3 5 10 1 1 20 
TX,S 200 84 7 1 33 5 0 70 
TX,W 325 160 6 0 3 4 17 135 
6TH 726 449 26 10 61 32 13 135 

KY,E 77 57 2 0 6 3 1 8 
KY,W 53 37 1 1 2 0 1 11 
MIE 122 53 7 3 23 8 1 27 
MI,W 49 37 3 0 3 0 3 3 
OH,N 13u 75 4 3 0 10 2 36 
OH,S 123 80 2 0 15 9 2 15 
TN,E 112 77 4 3 10 2 3 19 
TN,M 33 16 2 0 1 0 0 14 
T™N,W 27 17 1 0 1 0 0 8 
7TH 306 162 8 2 39 22 5 68 

IL,N 138 86 5 1 17 9 0 20 
IL,C 29 13 0 0 2 0 0 14 
IL,S 31 15 1 0 3 0 0 12 
IN,N 14 4 1 1 1 1 2 4 
IN,S 8 4 0 0 1 0 1 2 
WIE 63 29 1 0 10 9 2 12 
WI,W 23 11 0 0 5 3 0 4 
6TH 885 487 25 19 113 12 18 211 

AR,E 99 63 2 6 0 2 1 25 
AR,W 15 10 0 0 4 0 0 1 
1A,N 44 31 3 0 3 1 0 6 
1A,S 37 19 3 3 6 0 1 5 
MN 104 73 2 3 6 0 1 19 
MO,E 310 141 5 5 79 6 5 69 
MO,W 170 104 4 1 3 0 3 55 
NE 37 16 1 1 3 2 6 8 
ND 22 16 1 0 2 1 1 1 
SD 47 14 4 0 7 0 0 22 
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Table H-12. (Continued) 
Total Electronic Residential 
Circuit and District Violations Drugs Violence Weapons Reporting Monitoring Treatment Other 
OTH 1,270 656 26 14 223 24 49 279 
AK 7 5 0 0 0 1 0 1 
AZ 303 183 1 2 31 0 21 65 
CA,N 90 36 4 2 15 5 3 25 
CAE 71 27 3 2 17 1 2 19 
CA,C 86 29 2 1 38 1 4 11 
CA.S 201 104 3 1 34 0 2 57 
HI 67 42 0 3 5 1 3 13 
iD 28 19 0 0 0 3 0 6 
MT 26 13 2 0 3 1 0 7 
NV 174 80 6 1 43 6 0 38 
OR 113 64 3 2 17 1 5 21 
WA.E 15 6 1 0 3 0 0 5 
WA,W 89 48 0 0 17 4 y 11 
GUAM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
NMI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
10TH 601 345 19 9 80 12 18 118 
co 66 34 5 1 6 1 2 17 
KS 59 33 3 2 9 0 3 9 
NM 309 171 10 5 45 8 2 68 
OK,N 46 35 0 0 6 0 1 4 
OK,E 5 2 0 0 0 1 0 2 
OK,W 40 23 1 1 5 0 0 10 
UT 56 34 0 0 7 1 gy 5 
wy 20 13 0 0 2 1 1 3 
11TH 779 369 31 6 136 15 2 220 
AL,N 16 8 0 0 1 2 0 5 
AL,M 33 21 3 0 2 0 1 6 
AL,S 62 41 1 1 1 0 0 18 
FL.N 40 17 2 1 7 3 0 10 
FL.M 157 76 10 2 28 5 0 36 
FL,S 270 89 5 0 77 2 0 97 
GA,.N 69 27 3 0 13 1 1 24 
GA.M 101 71 5 2 7 0 0 16 
GA,S 31 19 2 0 0 2 0 8 
NOTE. THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
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Table H-13. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Act (PSA) Types of Dispositions 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Escaped 
PSA Cases Convicted/| Closed Waived From Failure to 
Circuit and District Closed | Dismissed | Acquitted | Convicted | Fine Only | by Transfer) toPTO’ | Custody Appear | NGRI** Other 

TOTAL 62,108 5,187 706 38,402 661 4,827 666 14 631 12 1,192 

18T 1,607 143 36 1,226 7 143 17 0 10 0 26 
ME 177 16 2 142 1 4 9 0 0 0 3 
MA 606 48 22 452 0 70 0 0 3 0 "1 
NH 129 10 3 103 0 9 0 0 0 3 
RI 178 12 6 132 4 22 0 0 1 0 1 
PR 517 57 3 397 2 38 8 0 5 0 7 

2ND 3,726 358 87 2,604 23 350 113 0 64 3 64 
CT 292 38 7 208 0 18 i 0 2 0 18 
NY,N 461 38 3 377 18 13 , 0 2 0 9 
NY,E 1,092 90 17 763 1 165 41 0 12 2 1 
NY,S 1,285 167 24 834 { 129 70 0 37 0 23 
NY,W 467 21 4 397 3 32 0 0 9 0 1 
vT 128 4 2 115 0 2 0 0 2 1 2 

3RD 2,848 186 36 2,196 6 278 103 2 22 0 19 
DE 126 14 92 0 14 0 0 0 0 5 
NJ 907 66 8 573 2 171 65 1 13 0 8 
PAE 786 50 13 658 2 51 1 1 7 0 3 
PAM 337 12 2 304 2 13 3 0 0 0 1 
PAW 295 8 5 218 0 27 34 0 2 0 1 
vi 397 36 7 351 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 

4TH 6,111 573 73 4,603 230 324 95 1 79 2 131 
MD 679 100 10 468 2 66 4 0 12 0 17 
NC,E 960 72 10 683 136 34 12 0 5 0 8 
NC,.M 354 15 4 287 0 42 6 0 0 0 0 
NC,W 671 25 6 568 9 37 1 0 7 0 18 
sc 1,027 118 10 741 17 57 65 1 11 0 7 
VA.E 1,396 168 14 1,057 6 55 3 0 38 1 54 
VA.W 451 30 17 375 1 22 3 0 3 0 0 
WV,N 163 8 1 144 1 1 0 0 2 1 5 
WV,S 410 37 1 280 58 10 1 0 1 0 22 
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Table H-13. (Continued) 


PSA Cases Convicted/| Closed Waived From Failure to 
Circuit and District Closed Dismissed | Acquitted | Convicted Fine Only | by Transfer to PTD’ Custody Appear NGRI** Other 

5TH 7,632 803 116 6,743 18 717 49 1 95 1 69 
LA,E 504 20 7 409 0 49 9 0 2 0 8 
LA,M 89 4 0 77 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 
LA,W 281 26 6 209 0 34 0 0 0 0 6 
MS,N 190 1 8 163 1 14 1 0 0 0 2 
MS,S 333 42 7 243 0 26 4 0 2 0 9 
TX,N 902 99 20 664 0 111 0 0 6 0 2 
T™X,E 524 47 9 427 2 29 4 0 1 0 5 
TX,S 2,216 305 33 1,470 2 322 12 1 52 0 19 
TX,W 2,593 259 26 2,081 13 124 19 0 32 1 38 

6TH 4,812 740 69 3,415 29 326 §7 1 51 2 122 
KY,E 364 25 11 288 0 23 5 0 4 0 8 
KY,W 306 38 4 193 11 17 0 1 0 0 42 
Mi,E 1,350 459 14 756 0 70 31 0 13 1 6 
MI,W 396 38 14 324 4 14 0 0 2 0 0 
OH,N 779 41 3 658 3 54 4 0 4 0 7 
OH,S 504 57 7 389 7 32 0 0 10 0 2 
TN,E 536 27 12 434 4 44 5 0 7 0 3 
T™N,M 245 16 2 136 0 33 8 0 0 1 49 
TN,W 332 39 2 237 0 39 4 0 6 0 5 

7TH 2,249 194 25 1,733 3 232 2 6 12 2 40 
IL,N 758 75 11 530 0 122 1 5 7 0 7 
IL,C 234 21 1 186 1 22 0 0 1 1 1 
iL,S 295 8 5 264 0 11 0 0 2 0 5 
IN,N 277 16 4 224 2 27 1 0 1 0 2 
IN,S 259 32 0 199 0 25 0 0 0 1 2 
WILE 299 36 3 220 0 19 0 1 1 0 19 
WI,wW 127 6 1 110 0 6 0 0 0 0 4 

6TH 2,793 261 51 2,223 12 206 4 3 13 1 29 
AR,E 342 43 13 256 0 26 0 0 2 1 1 
AR,W 121 8 1 97 0 10 0 1 1 0 3 
1A,N 121 2 2 95 0 17 1 0 3 0 1 
\A,S 134 7 4 114 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 
MN 451 36 3 350 0 56 0 1 3 0 2 
MO,E 503 78 4 373 2 27 0 1 2 0 16 
MO,W 477 38 5 395 7 28 0 0 2 0 2 
NE 199 12 5 159 0 22 0 0 0 0 1 
ND 222 11 7 189 2 10 0 0 0 0 3 
SD 223 16 7 195 1 1 3 0 0 0 0 
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Table H-13. (Continued) 


Escaped 
PSA Cases Convicted/| Closed Waived From Failure to 
Circuit and District Closed Dismissed | Acquitted | Convicted Fine Only | by Transfer to PTD’ Custody Appear NGRI** Other 

OTH 11,606 1,116 69 6,601 63 1,197 78 0 150 1 402 
AK 252 48 1 169 7 7 1 0 0 0 19 
AZ 2,284 193 17 1,801 1 182 17 0 21 0 52 
CA,N 768 85 5 491 1 118 1 0 15 0 42 
CA,E 701 76 3 547 1 66 0 0 4 0 4 
CA,C 1,779 206 18 931 1 491 3 0 18 0 111 
CA,S 2,925 250 5 2,493 0 81 15 0 49 0 32 
Hi 250 11 2 190 21 22 0 0 2 0 2 
1D 180 32 1 101 0 24 3 0 0 0 19 
MT 231 15 2 194 0 8 9 0 0 1 2 
NV 623 44 5 426 5 101 17 0 20 0 5 
OR 723 51 3 517 0 44 2 0 7 0 99 
WA,E 223 36 2 168 0 7 0 0 3 0 7 
WA,W 597 61 3 425 45 46 0 0 11 0 6 
GUAM 60 7 2 48 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 
NMI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10TH 3,062 384 45 1,075 229 213 24 0 66 0 96 
co 401 57 4 274 2 52 0 0 8 0 4 
KS 406 31 9 325 1 15 8 0 3 0 14 
NM 1,035 186 12 676 0 48 0 0 54 0 59 
OK,N 213 20 4 141 1 19 12 0 0 0 16 
OK,E 85 8 2 63 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 
OK,W 557 41 8 227 225 36 0 0 18 0 2 
UT 243 36 2 172 0 27 3 0 2 0 1 
WY 112 5 4 97 0 4 1 0 1 0 0 

11TH 5,683 440 129 4,003 11 832 24 0 49 0 105 
AL,N 340 34 7 274 0 19 4 0 0 0 2 
AL,M 189 19 10 133 0 16 4 0 0 0 7 
AL,S 312 14 3 267 1 19 5 0 1 0 2 
FL,N 423 19 6 344 0 41 0 0 2 0 11 
FL,M 1,270 80 23 905 2 190 1 0 6 0 63 
FL,S 1,718 117 58 1,154 2 356 3 0 21 0 7 
GA,N 690 70 14 441 6 137 2 0 19 0 1 
GA,M 469 63 4 353 0 34 5 0 0 0 10 
GA,S 272 24 4 222 0 20 0 0 0 0 2 
NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
* PTD = PRETRIAL DIVERSION. A 


** NGRI = NOT GUILTY BY REASON OF INSANITY. 
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Table J-1. 
U.S. District Courts—Giand Juror Service 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


CCL 


Average Average 
Total Serving Sessions Jurors Hours Number Jurors Number Hours 
District in the Period Convened in Session in Session per Session per Session 
TOTAL 960 10,585 208,625 55,378 19.7 §.2 
Dc 9 378 7,496 1,817 19.8 4.8 
1ST 
ME 3 33 669 241 20.3 7.3 
MA 25 445 8,630 1,919 19.4 4.3 
NH 8 42 867 214 20.6 5.1 
Ri 5 62 1,185 290 19.1 47 
PR 7 70 1,307 394 18.7 5.6 
2ND 
GT 13 139 2,626 775 18.9 5.6 
NY,N 16 147 2,885 758 19.6 5.2 
NY,E 31 465 8,250 2,340 17.7 5.0 
NY,S 39 765 14,858 2,865 19.4 3.7 
NY,W 11 162 3,172 854 19.6 5.3 
VT 5 69 1,341 258 19.4 3.7 
3RD 
DE 4 23 461 116 20.0 5.0 
NJ 19 264 5,004 1,121 19.0 4.2 
PA,E 18 281 5,307 1,362 18.9 48 
PA,M 11 113 2,130 570 18.8 5.0 
PA,W 13 152 3,064 790 20.2 5.2 
Vi 4 45 869 184 19.3 4.1 
4TH 
MD 20 124 2,438 684 19.7 5.5 
NC,E 8 913 238 20.3 5.3 
NC,M 2 437 158 21.9 7.9 
NC,W 4 687 275 19.1 7.6 
SC 6 1,866 576 20.7 6.4 
VA,E 29 242 4,956 1,442 20.5 6.0 
VA,W 9 51 1,048 318 20.5 6.2 
WV,N 4 28 576 151 20.6 5.4 
WV,S 10 78 1,615 475 20.7 6.1 


ect 


RAE PN I I I TE SE eT eS EE 


Table J-1. (Continued) 


Average Average 
Total Serving Sessions Jurors Hours Number Jurors Number Hours 
District in the Period Convened in Session in Session per Session per Session 
5TH 
LA,E 13 121 2,370 527 19.6 4.4 
LA,M 5 29 582 118 20.1 4.1 
LA,W 5 48 1,031 249 21.5 5.2 
MS,N 5 25 512 204 20.5 8.2 
MS,S 3 47 996 277 21.2 5.9 
TX,N 18 126 2,436 705 19.3 5.6 
TX,E 6 73 1,486 475 20.4 6.5 
TX,S 26 246 4,812 1,232 19.6 5.0 
TX,W 32 160 3,288 741 20.6 4.6 
6TH 
KY,E 10 57 1,149 255 20.2 4.5 
KY ,W 4 49 924 290 18.9 5.9 
MIE 24 260 5,302 1,533 20.4 5.9 
Mi,W 7 98 1,964 537 20.0 5.5 
OH,N 17 127 2,438 733 19.2 5.8 
OH,S 8 132 2,664 719 20.2 5.4 
TN,E 12 67 1,315 451 19.6 6.7 
T™N,M 5 38 773 199 20.3 5.2 
TN,W 8 76 1,521 372 20.0 49 
7TH 
IL,N 10 159 3,038 1,055 19.1 6.6 
IL,C 5 30 623 196 20.8 6.5 
IL,S 10 46 934 223 20.3 4.8 
IN,N 8 62 1,261 364 20.3 5.9 
IN,S 5 51 1,034 263 20.3 5.2 
WIE 5 61 1,226 328 20.1 5.4 
WI,W 3 16 319 101 19.9 6.3 
8TH 
AR,E 3 70 1,440 551 20.6 7.9 
AR,W 2 12 251 82 20.9 6.8 
|A,N 7 59 1,125 340 19.1 5.8 
1A,S 6 43 822 295 19.1 6.9 
MN 11 91 1,905 551 20.9 6.1 
MO,E 8 118 2,333 651 19.8 5.5 
MO,W 14 109 2,226 732 20.4 6.7 
NE 2 37 771 229 20.8 6.2 
ND 3 17 373 112 21.9 6.6 
SD 7 50 1,020 317 20.4 6.3 
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Table J-1. (Continued) 


Average Average 
Total Serving Sessions Jurors Hours Number Jurors Number Hours 
District in the Period Convened in Session in Session per Session per Session 

9TH 
AK 2 31 618 197 19.9 6.4 
AZ 13 154 3,020 797 19.6 5.2 
CA,N 12 218 4,253 932 19.5 4.3 
CA,E 18 140 2,696 742 19.3 5.3 
CA,C 35 426 8,610 2,441 20.2 5.7 
CA,S 8 231 4,365 1,400 18.9 6.1 
HI 5 79 1,500 386 19.0 4.9 
ID 4 34 699 229 20.6 6.7 
MT 7 18 370 130 20.6 7.2 
NV 6 116 2,273 655 19.6 5.6 
OR 14 89 1,770 501 19.9 5.6 
WA,E 11 35 716 228 20.5 6.5 
WA,W 7 107 2,232 660 20.9 6.2 
GUAM 4 43 770 198 17.9 4.6 
NMI 4 5 105 24 21.0 4.8 

10TH 
co 7 100 1,984 602 19.8 6.0 
KS 7 47 916 384 19.5 8.2 
NM 3 46 994 271 21.6 5.9 
OK,N 3 40 814 224 20.4 5.6 
OK,E 5 19 380 142 20.0 7.5 
OK,W 6 51 1,103 349 21.6 6.8 
UT 7 56 1,095 275 19.6 4.9 
WY 3 22 435 178 19.8 8.1 

11TH 
AL,N 11 86 1,731 499 20.1 5.8 
AL,M 5 20 407 132 20.4 6.6 
AL,S 10 27 573 170 21.2 6.3 
FL,N 5 55 1,124 364 20.4 6.6 
FL,M 26 272 5,361 1,441 19.7 5.3 
FL,S 37 619 12,346 2,214 19.9 3.6 
GA,N 15 143 2,794 938 19.5 6.6 
GA,M 6 27 576 166 21.3 6.1 
GA,S 4 50 1,074 317 21.5 6.3 
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Table J-2. 
U.S. District Courts—Petit Juror Service on Days Jurors Were Selected for Trial 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Number of Jurors Present for Jury Selection or Orientation a Sees =— 
Percent Not Selected or Challenged Total 
Percent Percent Non- Juries Selected Percent Percent 
District Total Selected Challenged Overall Voir Dire’ Voir Dire’? |(Civiland Criminal) | Total Civil Criminal 

TOTAL 372,271 27.1 38.9 34.0 19.3 14.7 9,622 6,041 53.7 46.3 
Dc 10,303 16.2 27.2 56.6 24.1 32.4 139 139 41.7 58.3 

1ST 
ME 1,264 42.2 41.2 16.6 9.5 7.1 59 20 45.0 55.0 
MA 6,866 249 56.4 18.8 16.3 2.4 158 148 60.8 39.2 
NH 1,252 23.0 46.3 30.7 30.7 0.0 27 17 58.8 41.2 
Ri 2,350 39.2 30.5 30.3 22.1 8.5 89 7 14.3 85.7 
PR 4,801 149 23.1 62.0 14.1 479 62 61 41.0 59.0 

2ND 
CT 5,284 27.5 50.9 21.6 17.9 3.7 165 5 60.0 40.0 
NY,N 2,662 31.9 39.3 28.9 16.2 12.7 88 88 63.6 36.4 
NY.E 17,113 17.0 35.8 47.2 29.0 18.2 254 183 44.8 55.2 
NYS 19,225 19.7 37.3 43.0 29.8 13.2 338 300 64.0 36.0 
NY,W 2,079 26.1 43.0 31.0 27.3 3.7 97 27 63.0 37.0 
VT 642 27.6 31.5 41.0 24.0 17.0 18 10 40.0 60.0 

3RD 
DE 800 36.8 40.4 22.9 22.9 0.0 31 30 83.3 16.7 
NJ 10,010 18.7 36.9 445 38.7 5.8 188 157 70.1 29.9 
PA.E 20,145 18.5 42.4 39.1 6.2 32.9 377 377 71.1 28.9 
PA.M 3,287 38.2 36.1 25.7 22.1 3.6 124 54 68.5 31.5 
PA.W 4,258 24.6 38.9 36.5 26.1 10.4 101 75 73.3 26.7 
vi 1,654 17.8 35.1 47.0 39.8 7.3 22 12 33.3 66.7 
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Table J-2. (Continued) 


Number of Jurors Present for Jury Selection or Orientation 


Number of Trials Starting on the Same 


Day the Jury Was Selected 
Percent Not Selected or Challenged Total 
Percent Percent Non- Juries Selected Percent Percent 
District Total Selected Challenged Overall Voir Dire' Voir Dire’ |(Civil and Criminal) | Total Civil Criminal 
4TH 
MD 5,932 24.5 36.7 38.8 22.4 16.4 144 144 60.4 39.6 
NC,E 2,180 48.3 44.0 7.8 7.6 0.1 88 64 45.3 54.7 
NC,M 1,565 39.9 37.3 22.9 13.5 9.3 51 45 20.0 80.0 
NC,W 2,205 42.9 28.8 28.3 20.5 7.8 80 56 30.4 69.6 
sc 5,516 58.8 29.5 11.7 9.7 2.0 408 8 62.5 37.5 
VA,.E 8,086 31.4 31.3 37.2 27.6 9.6 257 256 46.1 53.9 
VA.W 2,898 30.6 52.6 16.8 3.8 13.0 88 87 46.0 54.0 
WV,N 999 24.4 40.6 34.9 15.1 19.8 21 21 38.1 61.9 
WV,S 874 37.2 53.0 9.8 5.8 4.0 32 32 53.1 46.9 
5TH 
LAE 3,164 31.1 40.5 28.4 15.6 12.7 124 114 75.4 24.6 
LA.M 805 37.6 49.6 12.8 12.8 0.0 37 37 73.0 27.0 
LA,W 2,282 31.6 37.4 31.0 24.3 6.7 76 70 68.6 31.4 
MS,N 2,060 38.4 37.8 23.8 16.4 7.4 80 70 65.7 34.3 
MS,S 3,148 35.8 36.7 27.4 18.8 8.6 131 114 78.1 21.9 
TX,N 7,172 24.7 33.6 41.7 18.2 23.5 176 169 55.0 45.0 
TXE 4,042 35.6 40.5 23.8 11.8 12.0 156 87 71.3 28.7 
T™,S 13,508 26.5 31.4 42.1 22.1 20.0 346 270 55.6 44.4 
TX,W 6,882 33.4 40.1 26.5 19.9 6.6 231 159 50.9 49.1 
6TH 
KY,E 3,685 25.5 40.0 34.5 20.4 14.1 83 80 50.0 50.0 
KY,W 2,279 24.1 35.7 40.2 23.5 16.7 57 56 62.5 37.5 
MIE 6,392 27.8 35.5 36.7 26.6 10.2 164 164 56.1 43.9 
MI,W 2,410 30.4 42.3 27.3 20.1 7.3 68 66 47.0 53.0 
OH,N 3,514 34.6 40.8 24.6 13.0 11.6 117 107 56.1 43.9 
OH,S 3,599 23.0 34.0 43.0 24.8 18.1 73 65 50.8 49.2 
TNE 2,783 36.1 34.2 29.8 16.1 13.7 96 95 56.8 43.2 
™N.M 1,862 37.6 39.5 22.8 6.6 16.3 71 70 71.4 28.6 
T™N.W 3,395 29.2 37.7 33.0 1.7 31.3 85 85 34.1 65.9 
“ 
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Table J-2. (Continued) 


Number of Jurors Present for Jury Selection or Orientation ee 2 
Percent Not Selected or Challenged Total 
Percent Percent Non- Juries Selected Percent Percent 
District Total Selected Challenged Overall Voir Dire' Voir Dire* | (Civil and Criminal) | Total Civil Criminal 

7TH 
IL.N 6,463 24.6 40.7 34.7 12.2 22.5 157 157 65.0 35.0 
IL,C 1,634 29.7 31.6 38.6 23.2 15.4 45 36 50.0 50.0 
IL,S 3,359 25.2 35.6 39.2 16.0 23.2 76 72 50.0 50.0 
IN,N 1,571 38.5 42.5 19.0 18.7 0.3 53 50 44.0 56.0 
IN,S 1,769 27.9 41.3 30.8 16.6 14.1 51 50 58.0 42.0 
WILE 1,706 31.7 43.6 24.8 13.4 11.4 52 50 46.0 54.0 
WI,W 1,193 43.4 45.3 11.3 9.1 2.2 59 49 67.3 32.7 

8TH 
AR,E 4,205 31.6 38.3 30.1 19.4 10.6 121 121 69.4 30.6 
AR,W 2,157 28.9 31.9 39.2 35.0 4.2 66 64 81.3 18.8 
1A,N 1,032 32.3 46.3 21.4 15.9 5.5 30 30 43.3 56.7 
1A,S 1,835 36.1 39.4 24.5 22.2 2.2 59 59 45.8 54.2 
MN 3,137 26.8 37.8 35.3 22.4 12.9 79 72 51.4 48.6 
MO,E 4,926 30.8 39.7 29.4 13.8 15.7 169 169 69.2 30.8 
MO,W 4,448 24.0 48.8 27.2 14.2 13.0 110 106 51.9 48.1 
NE 1,204 39.2 35.3 25.5 16.7 8.8 43 43 69.8 30.2 
ND 859 36.6 44.1 19.3 15.6 3.7 32 32 56.3 43.8 
SD 1,427 31.7 41.0 27.3 19.2 8.1 43 41 39.0 61.0 

9TH 
AK 847 21.6 33.2 45.2 16.2 29.0 14 13 30.8 69.2 
AZ 5,605 22.3 45.5 32.2 25.2 7.0 110 110 29.1 70.9 
CA,N 5,731 21.6 40.3 38.0 28.6 9.4 117 117 55.6 44.4 
CAE 3,516 29.0 39.8 31.2 25.0 6.2 97 95 51.6 48.4 
CA,C 14,581 22.0 51.4 26.6 8.5 18.1 323 322 41.6 58.4 
CA,S 3,896 30.0 34.1 35.9 18.0 17.9 99 99 29.3 70.7 
HI 1,663 19.7 43.3 37.0 23.0 14.0 25 19 26.3 73.7 
1D 662 29.8 39.1 31.1 1.5 29.6 21 21 47.6 52.4 
MT 1,105 23.8 39.0 37.2 27.9 9.3 23 22 27.3 72.7 
NV 3,262 24.6 38.8 36.6 27.6 9.0 75 75 53.3 46.7 
OR 3,688 19.3 70.7 10.0 1.7 8.3 74 74 64.9 35.1 
WA,E 1,093 34.5 45.0 20.5 16.4 4.1 33 32 31.3 68.8 
WA,W 2,517 32.6 39.3 28.0 19.6 8.4 82 81 45.7 54.3 
GUAM 285 35.1 54.0 10.9 10.9 0.0 7 7 0.0 100.0 
NMI 170 12.9 20.6 66.5 8.8 57.6 2 2 50.0 50.0 
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SS = Table J-2. (Continued) 
Number of Trials Starting on the Same 
Day the Jury Was Selected 
Total 
Percent Percent Non- Juries Selected Percent Percent 
District Total Selected Challenged Overall Voir Dire' Voir Mire? | (Civil and Criminal) | Total Civil Criminal 
10TH 
co 2,253 31.8 32.8 35.4 29.5 5.9 84 84 72.6 27.4 
KS 3,094 29.5 38.5 32.0 26.2 5.8 85 85 47.1 52.9 
NM 2,558 35.1 46.0 18.8 10.9 7.9 80 61 31.1 68.9 
OK,N 1,584 31.3 33.6 35.0 22.5 12.5 47 43 48.8 51.2 
OK,E 722 34.5 31.3 34.2 31.3 2.9 33 21 76.2 23.8 
OK,W 2,524 35.8 32.2 32.1 26.8 5.3 105 74 78.4 21.6 
UT 1,600 29.3 45.3 25.4 10.8 14.7 40 40 50.0 50.0 
WY 832 39.7 49.4 10.9 10.9 0.0 36 36 63.9 36.1 
11TH 

AL,N 2,982 31.8 41.2 27.1 2.5 24.5 99 83 61.4 38.6 
AL,M 1,613 44.0 36.5 19.5 19.5 0.0 71 33 45.5 54.5 
AL,S 3,455 31.6 59.4 9.1 0.9 8.2 84 3 100.0 0.0 
FL,N 3,018 40.9 44.0 15.1 10.6 4.5 101 66 30.3 69.7 
FL,M 9,465 26.3 30.9 42.8 29.0 13.8 231 226 43.4 56.6 
FL,S 17,006 25.3 35.5 39.2 17.7 21.6 345 339 23.0 77.0 
GA,N 6,728 29.5 37.5 33.0 11.3 21.7 193 172 54.1 45.9 
GA,M 1,898 40.7 24.4 34.9 24.1 10.7 65 39 41.0 59.0 
GA,S 2,161 44.0 39.6 16.4 9.8 6.7 99 45 55.6 444 


NOTE: THIS TABLE INCLUDES DATA ON JURY SELECTION DAYS ONLY. DATA ON JUROR SERVICE AFTER THE SELECTION DAY ARE NOT INCLUDED. THEREFORE, A DISTRICT THAT SELECTS A JURY ON ONE DAY 
AND BEGINS TRIAL AT A LATER DATE WILL SHOW JUROR ACTIVITY BUT WILL NOT SHOW TRIAL ACTIVITY. DUE TO ROUNDING, PERCENTS MAY NOT TOTAL 100.0 PERCENT. 

' JURORS WHO COMPLETED PRE-SCREENING QUESTIONNAIRES OR WERE IN THE COURTROOM DURING THE CONDUCTING OF VOIR DIRE, BUT WERE NOT SELECTED OR CHAI.LENGED. 

? OTHER JURORS NOT SELECTED OR CHALLENGED WHO WERE NOT CALLED TO THE COURTROOM OR OTHERWISE DID NOT PARTICIPATE IN THE ACTUAL VO!R DIRE. 
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Table K-1. 
Federal Defender Organizations—Summary of Representations, by District, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 
Representa‘ions Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1994 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1995 
TOTAL 16,122 45,912 43,654 18,380 
CRIMINAL 9,724 28,405 26,667 11,462 
APPEALS 2,697 2,522 2,550 2,669 
OTHER' 3,701 14,985 14,437 4,249 
AL, S* 0 122 43 79 
CRIMINAL 0 76 15 60 
APPEALS 0 12 1 11 
OTHER 0 35 27 8 
AL, M* 0 71 21 50 
CRIMINAL 0 52 15 37 
APPEALS 0 4 0 4 
OTHER 0 15 6 9 
AK 71 210 189 92 
CRIMINAL 28 130 112 46 
APPEALS 14 27 16 25 
OTHER 29 53 61 21 
AR E/w? 0 64 18 46 
CRIMINAL 0 62 16 46 
APPEALS 0 0 0 0 
OTHER 0 2 2 0 
AZ 446 1,739 1,690 495 
CRIMINAL 313 1,345 1,302 356 
APPEALS 38 60 47 51 
OTHER 95 334 341 88 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1994 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1995 

CA, N 497 898 851 544 
CRIMINAL 364 615 565 414 
APPEALS 37 24 28 33 
OTHER 96 259 258 97 
CA,E 481 1,881 1,804 558 
CRIMINAL 313 1,324 1,238 399 
APPEALS 66 69 64 71 
OTHER 102 488 502 88 
CA,C 879 2,275 2,122 1,032 
CRIMINAL 439 1,241 1,202 478 
APPEALS 249 141 215 175 
OTHER 191 893 705 379 
CA,S* 470 4,771 4,579 662 
CRIMINAL 366 2,884 2,723 527 
APPEALS 38 53 46 45 
OTHER 66 1,834 1,810 90 
TOT: CO/WY 241 703 709 235 
CRIMINAL 91 450 400 141 
APPEALS 90 72 101 61 
OTHER 60 181 208 33 

co 204 595 603 196 
CRIMINAL 67 373 328 112 
APPEALS 83 65 92 56 
OTHEF;: 54 157 183 28 

wy 37 108 106 39 
CRIMINAL 24 77 72 29 
APPEALS 7 7 9 5 
OTHER 6 24 25 5 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1994 Cases Opened Closed september 30, 1995 
CT 139 252 257 134 
CRIMINAL 91 151 143 99 
APPEALS 14 7 14 7 
OTHER 34 94 100 28 
DC 438 644 652 430 
CRIMINAL 243 315 330 228 
APPEALS 103 62 66 99 
OTHER 92 267 256 103 
FL, N 146 524 527 143 
CRIMINAL 73 327 333 67 
APPEALS 53 45 49 49 
OTHER 20 152 145 27 
FL,M 459 1,164 1,132 491 
CRIMINAL 222 719 666 275 
APPEALS 120 71 77 114 
OTHER 117 374 389 102 
FL,S 967 1,675 1,543 1,099 
CRIMINAL 443 959 808 594 
APPEALS 302 178 165 315 
OTHER 222 538 570 190 
GA, N* 341 1,036 971 406 
CRIMINAL 174 529 484 219 
APPEALS 117 73 73 117 
OTHER 50 434 414 70 
TOT: Hi, GU 195 806 743 258 
CRIMINAL 141 626 585 182 
APPEALS 24 30 28 26 
OTHER 30 150 130 50 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1994 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1995 
HI 181 694 653 222 
CRIMINAL 131 536 510 157 
APPEALS 20 20 21 19 
OTHER 30 138 122 46 
GU 14 112 90 36 
CRIMINAL 10 90 75 25 
APPEALS 4 10 7 7 
OTHER 0 12 
iL, N* 308 651 611 348 
CRIMINAL 172 305 303 174 
APPEALS 15 15 15 15 
OTHER 121 331 293 159 
iL, Cc 6 5 8 3 
CRIMINAL 2 1 1 2 
APPEALS 1 0 1 0 
OTHER 3 4 6 1 
iL, S 122 473 441 154 
CRIMINAL 66 162 144 84 
APPEALS 14 23 8 29 
OTHER 42 288 289 41 
IN, S* 0 143 75 68 
CRIMINAL 0 105 52 53 
APPEALS 0 4 0 4 
OTHER 0 34 23 11 
TOT: 1A,S &N 73 440 340 175 
CRIMINAL 43 220 181 82 
APPEALS 3 28 16 15 
OTHER 27 192 143 76 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 
Representations Pending Cases Pending 

by District October 1, 1994 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1995 
1A, S 61 274 224 111 
CRIMINAL 33 141 120 54 
APPEALS 2 17 8 1 
OTHER 26 116 96 46 
1A, N 12 166 116 62 
CRIMINAL 10 79 61 28 
APPEALS 1 1 8 4 
OTHER 1 76 47 30 
KS 187 §22 499 210 
CRIMINAL 129 348 339 138 
APPEALS 35 36 32 39 
OTHER 23 138 128 33 
LA,E 142 408 423 127 
CRIMINAL 70 215 207 78 
APPEALS 42 35 49 28 
OTHER 30 158 167 21 
TOT: LA, M/W 61 190 163 88 
CRIMINAL 59 166 149 76 
APPEALS 2 14 7 9 
OTHER 0 10 7 3 
LA,M 11 56 45 22 
CRIMINAL 11 50 41 20 
APPEALS 0 2 1 1 
OTHER 0 4 3 1 
LA, W 50 134 118 66 
CRIMINAL 48 116 108 56 
APPEALS 2 12 6 8 
OTHER 0 6 2 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1994 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1995 
MD 325 1,034 964 395 
CRIMINAL 204 777 700 281 
APPEALS 26 36 31 31 
OTHER 95 221 233 83 
TOT: MA/NH 201 268 204 265 
CRIMINAL 137 191 140 188 
APPEALS 23 13 15 21 
OTHER 41 64 49 56 
MA 201 207 202 206 
CRIMINAL 137 141 139 139 
APPEALS 23 13 15 21 
OTHER 41 53 48 46 
NH? 0 61 2 59 
CRIMINAL 0 50 1 49 
APPEALS 0 0 0 0 
OTHER 0 11 1 10 
Mi, E* 278 984 954 308 
CRIMINAL 205 766 729 242 
APPEALS 28 27 30 25 
OTHER 45 191 195 41 
MN 144 364 371 137 
CRIMINAL 84 194 204 74 
APPEALS 24 48 33 39 
OTHER 36 122 134 24 
MO, E 192 447 468 171 
CRIMINAL 95 216 230 81 
APPEALS 32 49 35 46 
OTHER 65 P 182 203 44 
973 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases ' Pending 
by District October 1, 1994 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1995 

MO, W’ 175 638 623 190 
CRIMINAL 111 224 224 111 
APPEALS 7 19 18 8 
OTHER 57 395 381 71 
MT* 78 232 200 110 
CRIMINAL 53 190 163 80 
APPEALS 19 24 1 22 
OTHER 6 18 16 8 

NE 80 235 189 126 
CRIMINAL 52 119 102 69 
APPEALS 5 21 13 13 
OTHER 23 95 74 44 

NV 314 964 1012 266 
CRIMINAL 221 338 394 165 
APPEALS 39 34 35 38 
OTHER 54 592 583 63 

NJ, DEL 543 1,492 1,435 600 
CRIMINAL 402 1,119 1,086 435 
APPEALS 39 52 45 46 
OTHER 102 321 304 119 

NM 541 823 853 511 
CRIMINAL 300 502 513 289 
APPEALS 85 70 87 68 
OTHER 156 251 253 154 
TOT: NEW YORK* 1,207 2,329 2,249 1,287 
CRIMINAL 921 1,388 1,302 1,007 
APPEALS 80 119 142 57 
OTHER 206 822 805 223 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1994 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1995 
NY, E* 525 1,110 1,073 
CRIMINAL 450 770 740 
APPEALS 0 0 0 
OTHER 75 340 333 
2ND CIR* 86 129 152 
CRIMINAL 0 0 0 
APPEALS 80 119 142 
OTHER 6 10 10 
NY, S* 596 1,090 1,024 
CRIMINAL 471 618 562 
APPEALS 0 0 0 
OTHER 125 472 462 
NY, W 178 260 308 
CRIMINAL 146 155 201 
APPEALS 6 12 9 
OTHER 26 93 98 
NC,E 375 661 658 
CRIMINAL 189 329 354 
APPEALS 52 59 42 
OTHER 134 273 262 
NC,M 135 349 327 
CRIMINAL 87 200 200 
APPEALS 34 54 39 
OTHER 14 95 88 
OH, N 154 422 423 
CRIMINAL 98 240 250 
APPEALS 31 34 24 
OTHER 25 148 149 
Sas 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1994 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1995 

OH, S? 0 58 21 37 
CRIMINAL 0 44 16 28 
APPEALS 0 5 0 5 
OTHER 0 9 5 4 
TOT: OK N/E 95 242 235 102 
CRIMINAL 57 145 140 62 
APPEALS 21 15 23 13 
OTHER 17 82 72 27 
OK, N 80 175 182 73 
CRIMINAL 48 105 111 42 
APPEALS 16 10 18 8 
OTHER 16 60 53 23 
OK, E 15 67 53 29 
CRIMINAL 9 40 29 20 
APPEALS 5 5 5 5 
OTHER 22 19 4 
OK,W 81 393 308 166 
CRIMINAL 50 109 96 63 
APPEALS 19 27 25 21 
OTHER 12 257 187 82 
OR 429 1,125 1,042 512 
CRIMINAL 203 502 475 230 
APPEALS 104 67 85 86 
OTHER 122 556 482 196 
PA, E* 470 726 644 552 
CRIMINAL 189 383 348 224 
APPEALS 27 40 28 39 
OTHER 254 303 268 289 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1994 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1995 
PA,M 269 413 450 232 
CRIMINAL 139 240 264 115 
APPEALS 27 15 29 13 
OTHER 103 158 157 104 
PA, W 212 281 292 201 
CRIMINAL 86 147 161 72 
APPEALS 40 31 41 30 
OTHER 86 103 90 99 
PR 144 478 437 185 
CRIMINAL 86 337 303 120 
APPEALS 18 20 20 18 
OTHER 40 121 114 47 
sc 276 690 664 302 
CRIMINAL 184 474 453 205 
APPEALS 45 30 31 44 
OTHER 47 186 180 53 
™N,M 249 358 348 259 
CRIMINAL 146 260 246 160 
APPEALS 31 20 17 34 
OTHER 72 78 85 65 
TN, E* 184 311 291 204 
CRIMINAL 127 195 188 134 
APPEALS 33 25 19 39 
OTHER 24 91 84 31 
™N, W 166 363 346 : 183 
CRIMINAL 117 227 231 113 
APPEALS 32 53 38 47 
OTHER 17 83 77 23 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1994 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1995 

TX,N 327 821 858 290 
CRIMINAL 169 505 514 160 
APPEALS 113 106 125 94 
OTHER 45 210 219 36 
TX,E 114 237 236 115 
CRIMINAL 81 165 153 93 
APPEALS 29 27 40 16 
OTHER 4 45 43 6 
TX,S 415 1,742 1,682 475 
CRIMINAL 306 1,247 1,185 368 
APPEALS 59 81 80 60 
OTHER 50 414 417 47 

TX, W 469 1,873 1,693 649 
CRIMINAL 323 1,405 1,253 475 
APPEALS 72 74 81 65 
OTHER 74 394 359 109 

vi 154 449 485 118 
CRIMINAL 110 366 405 71 
APPEALS 29 44 35 38 
OTHER 15 39 45 9 
TOT: WA,E/D* 123 568 533 158 
CRIMINAL 74 349 322 101 
APPEALS 29 34 29 34 
OTHER 20 185 182 23 
WA, E* 108 446 428 126 
CRIMINAL 66 274 264 76 
APPEALS 28 27 25 30 
OTHER 14 145 139 20 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 
Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1994 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1995 
ID * 15 122 105 32 
CRIMINAL 8 75 58 25 
APPEALS 1 7 4 4 
OTHER 6 40 43 
WA, W 264 1,083 997 350 
CRIMINAL 145 788 683 250 
APPEALS 32 22 31 23 
OTHER 87 273 283 77 
WVA, S 132 428 427 133 
CRIMINAL 22 109 85 46 
APPEALS 29 25 29 25 
OTHER 81 294 313 62 


‘ OTHER REPRESENTATIONS INCLUDE COURT-DIRECTED PRISONER, BAIL/PRESENTMENT, WITNESS, PROBATION REVOCATION, AND PAROLE REVOCATION REPRESENTATIONS 
* THESE FEDERAL DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS BEGAN OPERATION DURING THE FISCAL YEAR. 

* TOTAL INCLUDES 606 COURT-DIRECTED PRISONER REPRESENTATIONS OF INMATES OF THE U.S. MEDICAL CENTER FOR FEDERAL PRISONERS AT SPRINGFIELD, MISSOURI. 

* COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATION. 
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Table M-1. 
U.S. District Courts—Misdemeanor Defendants Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges, 
by Nature of Offense, During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Circuit and District Total Traffic Theft Food/Drug Weapons Trespass Mail Assault Fraud Other 
TOTAL 9,875 4,479 1,545 1,225 88 125 86 71 1,182 1,074 
DC 84 3 14 : 2 - - - 27 38 
1ST 19 . 2 2 - . 1 - 8 6 
ME 10 . 1 2 - . . . 7 . 
MA 4 . 1 . . . 1 . 1 1 
NH . . . : : : . : . . 
RI 5 . . . . . . . . 5 
PR - . . . : . . - - : 
2ND 321 28 33 18 1 ° 12 6 114 109 
CT 2 . . . 1 . . . 1 . 
NY,N 197 28 7 3 . - 1 71 82 
NY,E 35 . 3 4 1 15 8 
NY,S 31 . 10 2 6 7 6 
NY,W 54 . 11 10 - . 1 20 12 
VT 2 - 1 - : - - - - 1 
3RD 298 6 99 55 1 6 3 5 70 53 
DE 20 . 14 1 - 1 : 2 2 
NJ 206 . 74 46 1 . . 2 42 41 
PA,E 44 4 5 4 - 5 1 3 18 4 
PA,M 26 2 6 4 2 7 5 
PA,W 1 . . : : . - 1 . 
VI 1 - . . - . - . . 1 
4TH 1,956 919 359 347 35 3 1 15 50 227 
MD 49 32 10 - - - - 2 1 4 
NC,E 318 188 86 20 . . : 2 4 18 
NC,M 20 . 2 1 1 2 14 
NC,W 97 2 1 91 1 2 
SC 51 3 11 15 1 - - 13 8 
VA,E 1,400 694 246 218 34 3 - 10 25 170 
VA,W 10 . 2 1 . - 1 - 3 3 
WV,N . . . . . - . . . 
WV,S ; 11 . 1 1 1 8 
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Table M-1. (Continued) 


Circuit and District Total Traffic Theft Food/Drug Weapons Trespass Mail Assault Fraud Other 

5TH 665 72 128 55 13 1 5 5 355 31 
LA,E . . . . . . . . . . 
LA,M 1 - - - . - : . 1 - 
LA,W 52 . 42 3 . 1 1 : . 5 
MS,N 7 . . . . . 1 : 3 3 
MS,S . : : : : : : : : : 
TX,N 30 6 9 2 . 1 9 3 
TX,E 15 . 2 1 3 1 2 6 
TX,S 161 6 7 12 - - 1 2 131 2 
TX,W 399 60 68 37 10 - 2 1 209 12 

6TH 477 17 263 45 13 3 2 7 40 87 
KY,E 3 . 1 1 1 . 
KY ,W 333 12 214 14 9 5 11 68 
Mi,E 30 2 5 6 9 
MI,W 9 . 4 1 2 2 
OH,N 6 1 2 1 2 
OH,S 71 1 35 20 2 1 7 5 
TN,E 14 2 - 1 - 10 1 
™N,M 8 3 > 1 2 2 - 
™N,W 3 1 1 - - 1 

7TH 201 50 39 15 1 - 20 10 ag 24 
IL,N 58 - 5 10 1 - 17 - 22 3 
IL,C 19 17 - 1 - - - - 1 - 
IL,S 10 : 3 1 - - - - 2 4 
IN,N 16 1 1 1 - - 3 1 8 1 
IN,S 72 29 26 1 - - : 9 1 6 
WIE 10 . 2 - 6 2 
WI,W 16 3 2 1 2 8 

8TH 92 21 13 7 1 2 3 1 17 27 
AR,E 5 - : 1 - - - - 3 1 
AR,W 28 19 : 1 . 1 - - - 7 
|A,N 2 . 2 - . - 
IA,S : . - 
MN 5 1 - . 4 . 
MO,E 16 - 2 1 1 2 2 8 
MO,W 15 1 4 3 1 4 2 
NE 4 4 . ° ‘ , 
ND 8 1 1 - 1 4 1 
SD 9 - - 1 - 8 
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Table M-1. (Continued) 


Circuit and District Total Traffic Theft Food/Drug Weapons Trespass Mail Assault Fraud Other 

9TH 3,280 1,623 234 564 11 101 36 11 399 301 
AK 87 49° 12 3 . - . 1 6 16 
AZ 273 1 11 97 1 2 1 2 152 6 
CA,N 233 27 23 8 2 - 7 - 119 47 
CA,E 215 26 24 46 4 45 1 2 26 41 
CA,C 57 7 13 5 - - 5 : 12 15 
CA,S 551 4 25 345 . - 13 4 45 115 
HI 939 864 51 5 3 - : 2 3 11 
ID 15 6 - . - - : 1 8 
MT 138 75 3 : - 51 1 8 
NV 8 3 1 2 - - 2 
OR 9 - . - 1 7 1 
WA,E 8 . . . - 2 . 3 3 
WA,W 747 561 71 53 1 - 9 24 28 
GUAM . . - . - - . - - 
NMI - - - - 

10TH 533 254 131 55 2 7 3 6 31 44 
co 20 3 3 1 . - 2 . 7 4 
KS 60 3 44 5 . . . 2 2 4 
NM 187 132 1 37 1 3 . 2 7 4 
OK,N 14 - 1 - 1 - 1 - 9 2 
OK,E 3 . : . . - . . 3 . 
OK,W 210 116 71 10 - : 2 1 10 
UT 20 - 9 2 - 4 - 1 4 
WY 19 2 - - 1 16 

11TH 1,949 1,486 230 62 8 2 : 5 29 127 
AL,N 31 20 1 - 1 1 - 1 2 5 
AL,M 103 49 39 10 - - - - 5 
AL,S 3 . . 3 . . . - . ° 
FL,N 38 24 2 4 - - 3 1 4 
FL,M 8 3 ec ot 1 - - . 1 3 
FL,S . . . . - . - . 
GA,N 291 100 53 21 1 1 . 22 93 
GA,M 1,297 1,180 82 20 1 - 1 - 13 
GA,S 178 110 53 3 5 - 3 a 


> 42 


TTT. SE IIS TSE IR EE IE I TE Te a I a a a TE eR Ee ee ET eo EE ete 
Ww 


> Table M-1A. 
U.S. District Courts—Misdemeanor Petty Offense Defendants Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges, 
by Nature of Offense, During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Petty Offenses 
Other Disorderly Hunting/ 
Circuit and District | Total DUVDWI' Traffic immigration | Food/Drugs Littering | Conduct | Fishing/Camping| Trespassing Theft Other 
TOTAL 62,993 2,682 38,242 7,388 1,907 244 1,026 2,449 1,254 1,582 6,219 
bc 10 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3 5 
1ST MA 356 4 293 0 7 0 1 5 18 17 11 
ME 24 0 1 15 1 0 1 0 0 1 
NH 6 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 
PR 221 18 160 3 0 1 8 1 3 3 24 
RI 133 7 60 0 3 0 2 1 10 41 9 
2ND CT 218 18 182 0 1 0 0 8 1 3 5 
NY,E 722 6 575 0 23 1 11 0 2 77 27 
NY,N 594 11 322 164 2 2 6 6 49 5 27 
NY,S 569 11 427 0 37 0 20 2 16 23 33 
NY,W aq 0 3 21 0 0 4 4 1 6 5 
VT 15 0 1 8 0 0 0 5 0 1 
3RD DE 81 11 48 0 0 0 1 0 7 0 14 
NJ 1,087 45 852 0 54 0 37 0 24 25 50 
PA,E 701 9 505 13 48 2 34 7 4 26 53 
PAM 246 25 120 0 15 1 26 18 1 5 35 
PA,W 60 0 41 0 2 1 2 5 0 1 8 
Vi 74 0 0 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 
4TH MD 7,128 326 6,153 0 67 3 22 72 23 111 351 
NC,E 1,975 4 1,596 0 5 6 23 46 100 22 173 
NC,M 9 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
NC,W 258 28 46 0 106 1 8 28 4 4 33 
SC 178 21 127 0 2 0 2 20 3 2 1 
VA,E 5,661 169 4,902 0 24 1 70 74 29 42 350 
VA,W 654 37 285 0 53 6 18 47 9 1 198 
WV,N 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
WV,S 55 6 10 0 5 2 7 1 0 3 21 
5TH LA,E 349 0 245 0 11 0 0 87 1 0 5 
LA,M 15 1 0 0 0 0 0 14 0 0 0 
LA,W 701 45 81 0 3 2 2 503 7 19 38 
MS,N 636 44 352 0 1 4 42 81 6 25 81 
MS,S 464 88 193 0 25 1 17 18 28 35 59 
TXE 145 7 48 0 6 2 0 18 3 0 61 
TX,N 265 16 172 19 2 0 2 1 3 35 15 
TX,S 2,700 1 122 2,530 0 0 9 6 4 5 23 
TX,W 5,385 295 3,226 1,557 71 0 63 25 36 2 110 
“4 
533 
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Table M-1A. (Continued) 


Petty Offenses 
Other Disorderiy Hunting/ 
Circuit and District Total DUI/DWI' Traffic immigration | Food/Drugs Littering | Conduct | Fishing/Camping/ Trespassing Theft Other 
6TH KY,E 75 0 18 0 1 4 6 6 1 0 39 
KY,W 2,707 227 1,366 0 32 4 66 83 30 263 636 
Mi,E 103 23 10 2 23 0 7 2 3 3 30 
MI,W 14 0 0 5 1 0 0 3 0 0 5 
OH,N 39 8 15 0 3 0 0 2 3 1 7 
OH,S 199 47 93 0 1 0 7 0 5 15 31 
TN,E 316 39 116 - 0 37 a 6 20 3 9 82 
T™N,M 49 15 16 0 1 0 3 1 2 0 11 
™N,W 57 2 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 16 
7TH IL,C 55 0 48 0 0 1 0 2 1 0 3 
IL,N 320 3 195 0 3 1 26 20 8 13 51 
IL,S 139 0 74 0 0 2 3 26 12 3 19 
IN,N 45 7 16 0 1 0 2 1 1 2 15 
IN,S 237 19 190 0 3 0 1 4 2 5 13 
WIE 10 0 5 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 4 
WI,W 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
8TH AR,E 66 0 29 0 0 0 2 20 1 0 14 
AR,W 289 38 83 0 30 11 10 16 1 2 98 
1A,N 5 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 1 
IA,S 235 0 201 0 0 0 0 8 18 0 8 
MN 81 0 34 0 9 2 2 20 1 1 12 
MO,E 22 7 0 0 2 2 1 1 0 1 8 
MO,W 49 36 6 0 0 0 1 0 0 5 1 
ND 9 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 
NE 10 2 4 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 
SD 74 0 15 0 0 0 4 5 9 2 39 
9TH AK 472 0 393 0 0 0 3 50 6 1 19 
AZ 1,663 54 230 903 102 16 37 16 25 19 261 
CA,C 2,342 121 1,261 0 74 19 86 103 185 177 316 
CAE 1,912 98 1,029 3 103 30 52 97 29 46 425 
CA,N 785 9 590 0 10 3 8 22 20 18 105 
CA,S 3,090 5 375 2,092 542 0 0 0 24 13 39 
HI 1,134 89 964 0 1 1 a 2 29 7 37 
ID 36 0 1 0 0 1 0 9 0 0 25 
MT 367 7 194 1 4 4 7 38 65 4 43 
NV 567 97 211 0 25 6 27 21 5 86 89 
OR 414 0 96 1 9 8 a 151 27 13 105 
WA,E 16 0 7 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 1 
WA,W 2,270 36 1,771 1 21 15 8 120 65 a4 189 
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Table M-1A. (Continued) 


Petty Offenses 
Other Disorderly Hunting/ 
ircuit istrict Total _DuVOW!I' Traffic Immigration | Food/Drugs | Littering | Conduct | Fishin Theft Other 
10TH CO 2,007 6 1,663 0 47 13 28 8 33 47 162 
KS 265 29 96 0 5 0 26 17 7 46 39 
NM 1,959 121 1,555 0 21 6 10 45 25 47 129 
OK,E 34 3 7 0 0 0 7 10 6 0 1 
OK,N 37 0 6 0 0 7 1 11 5 0 7 
OK,W 2,531 26 1,808 0 102 13 7 106 21 1 447 
UT 686 19 221 0 24 8 24 59 28 11 292 
wy 318 81 90 0 10 0 6 23 22 20 66 
11TH ALM 257 0 230 17 0 0 0 2 1 0 7 
AL,N 428 1 348 0 2 5 4 5 9 3 51 
AL,S 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 
FL,M 513 27 225 0 25 5 29 49 20 37 96 
FL.N 471 71 228 0 18 8 17 32 36 26 35 
FL.S 252 2 99 1 3 2 8 49 19 11 58 
GA,M 11 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 6 
GA,N 268 40 62 6 35 5 21 6 7 17 69 
GA,S 935 7 749 0 0 2 15 37 38 16 71 
‘ DUI/OW! = DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OR DRIVING WHILE INTOXICATED 
—_— 
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Table M-3. 
U.S. District Courts—Preliminary Proceedings Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 636(A) During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


A. 


Search Arrest initial Preliminary Bail Grand Jury 

District Total Warrants Warrants | Summonses | Appearances | Examinations Reviews Sessions Arraignments Other 

TOTALS 206,612 25,966 19,042 2,160 52,654 8,969 8,558 5,411 37,198 46,654 

oc 1,914 399 165 7 434 203 72 128 120 386 

1ST MA 2,824 446 254 40 497 136 107 185 444 715 
ME 494 36 6 0 84 18 12 16 165 157 

NH 259 28 9 1 26 2 11 36 92 54 

PR 3,216 226 385 37 794 175 161 56 793 589 

Ri 672 72 66 0 114 44 20 36 156 164 

2ND CT 1,038 309 109 0 170 11 68 34 177 160 
NY,E 5,305 619 735 130 1,533 76 273 261 598 1080 
NY,N 1,820 238 235 0 412 17 41 86 387 404 

NY,S 7,283 1,262 874 7 1,928 542 212 321 900 1237 

NY,W 1,489 250 146 8 310 11 191 72 287 214 

VT 281 13 9 1 56 13 12 31 85 61 
3RD DE 566 75 54 0 150 31 4 17 100 135 
NJ 2,784 602 375 17 753 1 104 188 35 709 
PAE 4,453 988 539 7 729 300 63 162 619 1,046 

PA.M 591 177 67 0 106 8 6 25 109 93 
PA,W 1,471 309 115 33 232 71 22 131 292 266 

Vi 904 21 44 6 166 60 8 29 257 313 

4TH MD 2,822 841 242 17 600 29 86 41 375 591 
NC,E 1,450 157 178 0 507 104 34 29 0 441 

NC,M 1,435 102 156 0 439 92 48 9 135 454 
NC,W 2,533 131 231 18 935 68 198 19 318 615 

SC 3,427 204 553 3 499 88 430 37 1,120 493 

VA,E 3,486 372 320 44 1,147 296 44 62 196 1,005 

VA.W 1,453 81 128 3 385 67 80 13 264 432 
WV,N 456 40 32 20 129 19 4 5 158 49 
WV,S 976 70 86 3 193 100 43 47 230 204 
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Table M-3. (Continued) 


Search Arrest Initial Preliminary Bail Grand Jury 

District Total Warrants Warrants | Summonses | Appearances | Examinations Reviews Sessions Arraignments Other 

5TH LAE 2,816 195 63 23 627 11 260 88 612 937 
LA,M 324 12 30 3 123 11 2 1 46 96 

LA,W 1,116 106 132 5 229 34 41 34 157 378 
MS,N 465 38 30 3 154 22 4 8 123 83 
MS,S 849 60 56 0 204 34 42 22 260 171 
TX,E 2,042 149 122 45 718 71 26 56 473 382 
TX,N 3,836 289 424 92 1,523 254 81 6 282 885 
TX,S 11,571 1,556 938 313 3,082 661 331 197 2,173 2,320 
TX,W 6,183 535 1,040 13 2,149 426 274 105 480 1161 

6TH KY,E 980 128 130 19 188 92 1 27 182 213 
KY,W 1,120 160 89 0 205 39 12 27 168 420 
MIE 4,435 894 714 1 1,172 75 39 184 1,040 316 
Mi,W 1,544 170 194 0 267 39 17 54 433 370 

OH,N 1,906 397 312 13 266 146 20 59 401 292 
OH,S 1,631 332 122 7 370 119 30 50 158 443 

™N,E 1,663 282 114 1 413 52 17 32 329 426 

™N.M 577 60 59 0 220 31 8 8 59 132 
™N,W 2,273 68 155 0 619 188 139 18 508 578 
7TH IL,C 968 118 109 0 283 45 7 3 190 213 
1L,N 2,122 250 288 0 514 265 74 26 296 409 
IL,S 1,817 130 149 5 315 55 89 54 365 655 
IN,N 925 66 74 6 387 14 32 37 177 132 
IN,S 738 125 111 3 308 43 5 22 2 119 
WIE 1,333 140 121 0 351 54 43 47 238 339 
Wwi,w 215 11 15 0 27 23 4 6 84 45 
8TH ARE 988 156 65 0 160 9 22 17 350 209 
AR,W 352 46 42 8 68 3 5 7 79 94 
1A,N 712 102 45 58 39 4 31 29 130 274 
1A,S 310 75 31 0 37 10 0 12 73 72 

MN 2,057 555 198 1 404 167 33 19 300 380 
MO,E 2,408 389 285 3 684 158 60 22 491 316 
MO,W 2,352 169 228 32 657 124 250 48 483 361 

ND 457 22 18 3 128 40 19 2 159 66 

NE 1,993 129 66 7 345 22 222 13 295 894 

SD 1,387 25 84 6 416 39 29 16 333 439 
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Table M-3. (Continued) 


Search Arrest Initial Preliminary Bail Grand Jury 
District Total Warrants Warrants | Summonses | Appearances | Examinations Reviews Sessions Arraignments Other 
9TH AK 488 119 10 0 67 12 26 13 119 120 
AZ 7,099 996 280 36 2,152 315 343 101 1,137 1,739 
CA,C 7,568 1,412 571 99 1,630 98 275 229 1,524 1,730 
CA,E 2,955 226 240 92 606 72 91 68 612 948 
CA,N 5,208 675 326 80 1,151 150 384 125 945 1,372 
CA,S 8,680 322 262 11 3,251 101 733 28 1,896 2,076 
HI 1,594 360 115 134 155 61 114 57 265 333 
ID 330 35 16 0 94 6 1 11 99 68 
MT 1,058 75 76 7 231 52 4 11 415 187 
NV 3,035 380 430 135 885 19 138 84 530 434 
OR 3,519 358 301 39 662 182 0 39 623 1,315 
WA,E 1,547 136 201 5 216 168 46 23 341 411 
WA,W 2,457 222 272 58 687 164 55 72 358 569 
10TH CO 2,762 341 278 14 743 192 52 81 531 530 
KS 1,798 185 30 0 602 14 34 0 505 428 
NM 3,369 232 163 0 852 494 132 15 650 831 
OK,E 267 23 30 0 56 27 1 1 68 61 
OK,N 762 68 33 0 248 29 15 2 210 157 
OK,W 848 77 100 1 185 74 11 16 126 258 
UT 1,740 193 394 0 267 36 112 28 367 343 
WY 178 28 10 0 79 10 1 0 8 42 
11TH ALM 352 18 17 0 78 22 1 7 127 82 
AL,N 1,358 238 93 0 308 10 36 11 394 268 
AL,S 1,076 89 55 0 251 45 36 11 409 180 
FL,M 6,042 955 449 47 1,562 153 214 191 1,137 1,334 
FL,N 1,138 131 193 0 392 19 23 15 155 210 
FL,S 12,900 1,511 1,009 301 2,999 199 903 617 2,324 3,037 
GA,M 863 54 56 26 280 17 14 12 186 218 
GA,N 2,741 401 216 0 691 230 67 95 546 495 
GAS 1,013 99 53 3 294 36 71 16 250 191 
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Table M-4 
U.S. District Courts—Matters Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges 


Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(B) and 636(C) 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Criminal Proceedings 


Motions 
Total . 
Criminal and Pretrial 636 (B) (636) (B) Probation 
Circuit and District Civil Matters’ Total’ Conferences (1) (A) (1) (B) Revocations Other 
TOTAL 184,695 46,335 5,090 21,624 4,658 1,972 12,991 
oC 789 211 0 
1ST MA 3,476 1,944 1 
ME 586 60 0 
NH 805 207 0 
PR 1,347 911 14 
RI 1,624 278 70 
2ND CT 1,742 73 0 
NY,E 5,628 131 0 
NY,N 1,748 102 12 
NY,S 4,369 161 5 
NY,W 2,116 839 185 
VT 92 6 0 
3RD DE 178 6 0 
NJ 11,144 375 365 
PAE 1,384 105 0 
PA.M 167 39 0 
PA,W 1,638 112 0 
vi 1,527 226 34 
4TH MD 817 124 0 
NCE 1,347 855 2 
NC.M 1,551 347 0 
NC,W 973 570 0 
SC 1,839 1,132 668 
VAE 2,001 344 0 
VA,W 1,162 338 0 
WV,N 755 515 0 
WV,S 479 80 0 
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Table M-4 (Continued) 


Criminal Proceedings 
Motions 
Total 
Criminal and Pretrial 636 (B) (636) (B) Probation 
Circuit and District Civil Matters’ Total’ Conferences (1) (A) (1) (B) Revocations Other 
5TH LA,E 5,643 873 10 239 56 50 518 
LA,M 1,050 128 12 74 30 1 11 
LA,W 4,717 444 21 260 47 14 102 
MS,N 1,614 86 0 28 7 2 49 
MS,S 2,850 387 0 129 0 9 249 
TX,E 762 241 1 88 2 38 112 
TX,N 1,880 307 57 147 27 10 66 
TX,S 3,890 687 Q 187 45 102 344 
TX,W 1,144 312 0 10 14 23 265 
6TH KY,E 816 245 54 2 140 25 24 
KY,W 1,125 106 4 60 4 4 29 
MIE 2,708 595 416 84 3 21 71 
MI,W 1,996 541 240 94 8 12 187 
OH,N 868 49 7 6 16 ) 11 
OH,S 2,478 72 0 56 2 14 0 
TN,E 1,472 876 77 508 75 37 179 
TN,M 371 0 0 0 0 0 0 
™N,W 850 327 43 50 54 38 142 
7TH ILC 1,522 53 6 32 4 3 8 
IL,N 3,349 160 5 44 96 3 12 
iL,S 2,031 256 0 195 17 11 33 
INN 775 71 36 2 1 22 10 
IN,S 1,912 112 4 36 18 26 28 
WILE 756 340 1 153 102 0 84 
WI,W 989 651 24 441 78 7 101 
8TH §=AR.E 421 325 0 30 4 19 272 
AR,W 231 50 2 13 2 1 32 
1A,N 1,061 400 0 96 34 42 228 
1A,S 667 58 1 23 1 12 21 
MN 6,960 2,797 0 1,879 722 8 188 
MO,E 3,421 2,894 4 2,020 674 25 171 
MO,W 1,369 1,117 580 265 156 40 76 
ND 282 22 9 10 1 1 1 
NE 2,263 664 42 392 103 2 125 
SD 132 101 0 46 19 11 25 


cSt 


RAIS CN a IRE IE, IS TEN, CT A SS eS ES IT A ca 


Table M-4 (Continued) 


Criminal Proceedings 


Motions 
Total 
Criminal and Pretrial 636 (B) (636) (B) Probation 
Circuit and District Civil Matters’ Total’ Conferences (1) (A) (1) (B) Revocations Other 
9TH AK 452 234 8 92 62 17 55 
AZ 1,104 254 56 48 21 14 115 
CA,C 3,621 443 1 62 15 4 356 
CAE 2,310 531 1 39 4 44 443 
CA,N 2,885 783 7 138 1 44 593 
CA,S 5,520 1,909 5 3 4 22 875 
Hi 3,461 567 186 162 3 12 . 204 
ID 359 77 0 4 7 45 21 
MT 593 4 0 2 0 1 1 
NV 2,015 478 13 285 44 50 86 
OR 2,699 237 34 27 3 23 150 
WA,E 630 509 0 423 31 7 48 
WA,W 514 114 0 15 10 70 19 
10TH CO 3,746 351 300 7 4 g 31 
KS 2,669 382 219 83 1 38 41 
NM 2,124 158 8 51 51 17 31 
OK,E 153 0 0 0 0 0 0 
OK,N 1,190 57 4 11 0 12 30 
OK,W 764 95 12 0 4 7 72 
UT 1,409 403 71 61 22 137 112 
WY 394 4 0 0 3 1 0 
11TH ALM 1,137 243 1 200 19 20 3 
AL,N 1,109 844 349 372 93 1 29 
AL,S 2,097 650 280 217 1 2 150 
FL,M 7,868 3,438 119 2,227 363 60 669 
FL,N 294 152 0 0 0 10 142 
FL,S 13,582 4,534 77 3,304 427 38 688 
GA,M 737 339 0 95 22 14 208 
GA,N 1,533 842 313 295 143 48 43 
GA,S 2,067 1,265 0 934 134 51 146 


‘ EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS ARE NOT INCLUDED. 
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Table M-4A. 
U.S. District Courts—Proceedings and Cases Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. 
Sections 636(B) and 636(C) During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Civil Proceedings Civil Cases 
Pri r Petiti | Section 
Pretrial 636 (B) 636 (B) Civil Social Special 636 (C) 
Circuit and District Total’ Conferences (1) (A) (1) (B) Other Total State Federal Rights Security Master | Consent Cases 
TOTAL 138,360 56,2866 53,295 9,908 18,871 44,374 6,759 2,695 19,887 5384 682 8,967 
oc 578 247 174 73 84 64 0 0 21 0 2 41 
1ST MA 1,532 228 822 104 378 163 14 3 11 0 0 135 
ME 526 294 71 60 101 141 11 11 54 9 0 56 
NH 598 191 347 43 17 86 22 0 44 0 18 2 
PR 436 139 233 46 18 134 5 18 15 57 1 38 
Ri 1,346 313 632 162 239 121 25 20 58 6 0 12 
2ND CT 1,669 515 583 463 108 345 5 1 8 32 299 
NYE 5,497 4,377 251 107 762 111 0 3 0 106 
NY,N 1,646 1,341 202 65 38 797 27 417 40 223 
NY,.S 4,208 3,066 750 192 200 302 12 50 13 151 
NY,W 1,277 857 253 106 61 161 1 30 29 86 
VT 86 3 21 18 44 91 9 28 21 23 
3RD DE 172 135 18 10 4 17 4 7 0 0 4 
NJ 10,769 7,710 2,407 21 631 58 0 19 0 1 38 
PA.E 1,279 1,017 191 16 55 487 45 15 76 1 66 
PAM 128 102 5 17 4 667 61 427 71 2 65 
PA,W 1,526 594 351 458 123 718 22 392 143 0 33 
vi 1,301 784 423 0 94 6 0 0 0 3 3 
4TH MD 693 276 226 22 169 289 11 33 30 123 
NCE 492 191 181 50 70 196 0 109 34 32 
NC,M 1,204 96 1,034 30 44 431 75 178 73 68 
NC,W 403 15 234 117 37 287 6 52 48 171 
SC 707 38 262 210 197 1,385 64 671 271 125 
VA,E 1,657 583 595 120 359 515 3 199 39 183 
VA.W 824 302 163 159 200 425 3 21 172 229 
WV,N 240 3 173 21 43 72 13 7 29 17 
WvV.S 399 39 226 28 106 440 28 37 137 98 37 103 


ch 
rN Table M-4A. (Continued) 
Civil Proceedings Civil Cases 
f Section 
Pretrial 636 (B) 636 (B) Civil Social Special 636 (C) 
Circuit and District Total’ Conferences | (1) (A) (1) (B) Other Total State Federal Rights Security Master | Consent Cases 
5TH LA,E 4,770 2,015 1,325 189 1,241 1,349 227 41 726 86 96 173 
LA,M 922 616 206 54 46 562 63 22 361 42 2 72 
LA,W 4,273 886 3,064 220 103 820 120 69 360 177 2 92 
MS,N 1,528 891 561 16 60 439 34 13 246 56 0 90 
MS,S 2,463 1,418 861 121 63 366 60 15 141 65 0 85 
TX.E 521 146 243 19 113 2,303 271 106 1,499 81 12 334 
TX,N 1,573 39 1,233 50 251 1,093 320 131 424 83 3 132 
TX,S 3,203 1,193 1,257 261 492 931 159 69 301 90 3 309 
TX,W 832 76 308 262 186 1,138 185 169 517 75 3 189 
6TH KY,E 571 116 298 61 96 823 68 90 570 17 1 77 
KYW 1,019 291 622 31 75 460 132 14 148 145 0 21 
MIE 2,113 104 1,181 99 729 791 93 39 331 321 7 0 
MI,W 1,455 536 610 63 246 832 134 7 562 88 0 41 
OH,N 819 228 163 260 168 697 61 16 44 235 0 341 
OH,S 2,406 925 883 413 185 1,205 168 65 538 143 105 186 
TNE 596 82 263 40 211 481 2 1 2 285 1 190 
TN.M 371 225 66 56 24 380 16 1 268 42 13 40 
™N.W 523 286 188 31 18 333 23 38 222 7 3 40 
7TH IL,C 1,469 590 330 225 324 68 i) 0 0 35 2 31 
IL,N 3,189 1,274 1,309 356 250 272 1 0 37 1 3 210 
IL.S 1,775 729 358 260 428 408 13 12 194 34 0 155 
INN 704 475 130 17 82 296 0 0 57 0 1 238 
INS 1,800 1,323 372 15 90 163 6 2 45 24 10 76 
WLE 416 144 128 129 15 341 3 9 63 74 0 192 
WI,W 338 135 154 7 42 33 24 0 0 6 1 2 
8TH AR,E 96 13 15 16 52 1,291 92 37 549 82 1 530 
AR,W 181 47 10 32 92 513 41 24 166 51 0 231 
1A,N 661 284 186 37 154 100 0 0 30 8 0 62 
IA,S 609 354 214 1 40 52 12 0 11 0 0 29 
MN 4,163 1,207 1,405 407 1,144 378 65 38 107 134 6 28 
MO,E 527 80 206 169 72 782 144 37 40 84 0 477 
MO,W 252 164 22 24 42 882 0 36 760 0 0 86 
ND 260 199 46 4 1 77 9 8 14 0 0 46 
NE 1,599 484 949 51 115 286 26 18 209 0 0 33 
sD 31 21 7 1 2 15 1 6 8 0 0 0 
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Table M-4A. (Continued) 


Civil Proceedings Civil Cases 
Prisoner Petition Section 
Pretrial 636 (B) 636 (B) Civil Social Special 636 (C) 
Circuit and District Total’ Conferences | (1) (A) (1) (B) Other Total State Federal Rights Security Master | Consent Cases 
9TH AK 218 13 97 62 46 149 45 6 91 7 0 
AZ 850 74 749 5 22 210 94 62 23 6 0 
CA,C 3,178 678 1,205 150 1,145 1,459 556 154 421 162 1 
CAE 1,779 348 590 23 818 1,852 223 63 1,409 88 2 
CA,N 2,102 847 884 50 321 141 3 0 1 8 6 
CA,S 3,611 3,177 142 1 291 95 69 2 0 0 2 
HI 2,894 1,798 379 76 641 184 22 0 100 0 28 
ID 282 26 66 91 99 242 27 1 121 15 0 
MT 589 223 138 155 73 245 48 2 102 22 0 
NV 1,537 240 961 85 251 112 27 3 55 0 1 
OR 2,462 402 882 564 614 368 50 12 42 83 0 
WA,E 121 32 19 37 33 204 10 0 70 0 0 
WA,W 400 171 114 62 53 631 131 52 185 94 0 
10TH CO 3,395 2,455 502 97 341 584 86 89 407 0 2 
KS 2,287 804 1,382 33 68 40 0 0 10 1 0 
NM 1,966 1,023 742 43 158 436 136 47 97 119 1 
OK,E 153 133 1 0 19 209 12 5 0 93 0 
OK,N 1,133 206 278 120 529 208 9 1 4 56 0 
OK,W 669 517 35 6 111 656 250 26 282 69 0 
UT 1,006 516 235 41 214 217 17 15 180 5 0 
WY 390 214 176 0 0 43 8 4 31 0 0 
11TH ALM 894 176 614 10 94 961 152 28 651 103 0 
AL,N 265 56 110 23 76 731 147 37 543 0 1 
AL,S 1,447 352 799 54 242 421 87 0 254 70 1 
FL.M 4,430 380 3,555 146 349 449 39 22 4 231 35 
FL,N 142 11 103 0 28 1,008 136 99 693 61 0 
FL,S 9,048 161 7,265 945 677 1,296 320 282 592 59 3 
GA,M 398 6 200 171 21 560 67 1 395 64 0 
GA,N 691 125 385 129 52 717 181 62 206 67 174 
GA,S 802 70 686 14 32 477 40 41 357 29 0 


' EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS ARE NOT INCLUDED. 
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Table M-5. 
U.S. District Courts—Evidentiary Proceedings Conducted by 


U.S. Magistrate Judges Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Sections 636(B) and 636(C) 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Special Master Under 


Consensual Civil Cases 


Hearings Under Section 636(8) (1) (B) Section 636 (B) (2) Terminated Under Section 636 (C) 
Prisoner Petitions After Trial 
State Federal Civil With Without Without 
District Total Criminal Civil Habeas | Nabeas Rights Total Hearing Hearing Total Trial Jury Nonjury 

TOTAL 4,192 2,031 523 188 137 1,313 682 162 520 8,967 7,371 813 783 
DC 1 0 1 0 0 0 2 2 0 41 28 8 5 
1ST MA 11 8 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 135 90 23 22 
ME 6 4 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 56 42 9 5 
NH 1 1 0 0 0 0 18 9 9 2 2 0 0 
PR 44 25 6 8 2 3 1 0 1 38 22 7 9 
Ri 17 2 4 1 2 8 0 0 0 12 9 0 3 
2ND CT 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 299 283 8 8 
NYE 11 7 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 106 55 29 22 

NY,N 46 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 223 184 26 1 
NY,S 15 0 14 0 1 0 14 6 8 151 112 23 16 
NY,W 56 56 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 86 63 7 16 
VT 3 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 23 22 0 1 
3RD DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 a 0 0 
NJ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 38 19 15 4 
PA.E 14 0 8 3 2 1 1 0 1 66 44 17 5 
PA,M 2 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 2 65 53 7 5 
PA,W 20 0 3 3 0 14 U 0 0 33 21 7 5 
Vi 2 0 2 0 0 0 3 2 1 3 0 0 3 
4TH MD 8 0 3 1 0 4 2 0 2 123 88 20 15 
NCE 20 8 4 4 0 4 12 2 10 32 21 5 6 
NC,M 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 68 b4 3 1 
NC,W 21 17 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 171 141 4 26 
SC 7 0 7 0 0 0 55 1 54 125 103 15 7 
VA,E 4 0 0 1 0 3 1 0 1 183 156 13 14 
VA,W 17 2 1 0 3 11 0 0 0 229 207 6 16 
WV,N 32 31 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 17 17 0 0 
WV,S 6 0 2 0 1 3 37 2 35 103 101 0 2 
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Table M-5. (Continued) 


Special Master Under 


Consensual Civil Cases 


Hearings Under Section 636(B) (1) (B) Section 636 (B) (2) Terminated Under Section 636 (C) 
Prisoner Petitions After Trial 
State Federal Civil With Without Without 
District Total Criminal Civil Habeas | Habeas Rights Total Hearing Hearing Te Trial Jury Nonjury 
5TH LAE 75 0 8 1 0 66 96 15 81 173 110 24 39 
LA,M 102 33 3 0 7 59 2 2 0 72 57 9 6 
LA,W 30 10 9 3 0 8 2 0 2 92 77 9 6 
MS,N 231 0 1 0 0 230 0 0 0 90 70 16 4 
MS,S 38 0 5 0 0 33 0 0 0 85 59 9 17 
TX,E 298 2 49 1 1 245 12 10 2 334 252 34 48 
TX,N 138 7 17 18 8 88 3 2 1 132 105 18 9 
TX,S 33 6 7 5 1 14 3 1 2 309 240 52 17 
TX,W 86 8 7 6 8 57 3 2 1 189 153 21 15 
6TH KY,E 56 30 18 0 1 7 1 1 0 77 66 7 4 
KY,W 22 8 5 3 2 4 0 0 0 21 18 3 0 
MI,E 10 0 5 3 1 1 7 2 5 0 0 0 0 
MI,W 28 5 20 3 0 0 0 0 0 41 35 3 3 
OH,N 12 3 8 1 0 0 0 0 0 341 318 8 15 
OH,S 9 0 5 0 2 2 105 11 94 186 163 12 11 
TN,E 38 30 5 2 0 1 1 1 0 190 167 13 10 
™N,M 96 0 9 2 0 85 13 7 6 40 30 7 3 
TN,W 59 56 2 1 0 0 3 1 2 40 26 8 6 
7TH IL,C 2 2 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 31 23 5 3 
IL,N 80 g 24 15 0 32 3 1 2 210 184 11 15 
IL,S 22 1 10 0 2 9 0 0 0 155 110 23 22 
IN,N 15 1 4 0 0 10 1 1 0 238 220 11 7 
INS 2 0 1 0 0 1 10 5 5 76 62 10 4 
WIE 23 23 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 192 189 1 2 
WI,W 10 9 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 2 0 0 
8TH AR,E 118 0 0 8 5 105 1 1 0 530 481 9 40 
AR,W 59 1 1 7 12 38 0 0 0 231 171 15 45 
1A,N 45 17 12 0 0 16 0 0 0 62 45 2 15 
1A,S 13 0 0 1 0 12 0 0 0 29 15 7 7 
MN 342 338 4 0 0 0 6 3 3 28 26 2 0 
MO,E 242 239 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 477 420 50 7 
MO,W 87 36 11 0 0 40 0 0 0 86 73 10 3 
ND 5 0 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 46 41 3 2 
NE 185 171 9 0 0 5 0 0 0 33 14 5 14 
SD 9 3 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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Co 60. Table M-5. (Continued) 
Special Master Under Consensual Civil Cases 
Hearings Under Section 636(B) (1) (B) Section 636 (B) (2) Terminated Under Section 636 (C) 
Prisoner Petitions After Trial 
State | Federal Civil With Without Without 
District Total Criminal Civil Habeas | Habeas Rights Total Hearing Hearing Total Trial Jury Nonjury 
9TH AK 26 18 2 0 2 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
AZ 11 7 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 20 0 5 
CA,C 15 0 7 7 1 0 1 0 1 165 148 6 11 
CAE 5 0 1 3 0 1 2 0 2 67 40 13 14 
‘CA,N 20 8 10 2 0 0 6 4 2 123 108 8 7 
CA,S 10 8 1 0 0 1 2 0 2 22 13 2 7 
HI 3 0 2 0 0 1 28 12 16 34 28 1 5 
ID 10 1 8 0 0 1 0 0 0 78 62 6 10 
MT é 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 71 60 5 6 
NV 35 30 3 0 1 1 1 0 1 26 10 6 10 
OR 5 0 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 181 159 17 5 
WA,E 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 124 122 0 2 
WA,W 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 169 157 10 2 
10TH CO 14 0 2 2 4 6 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 
KS 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 17 5 7 
NM 19 3 2 13 1 0 1 1 0 36 30 1 5 
OK,E 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ag 96 2 1 
OK,N 4 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 133 128 2 3 
OK,W 14 5 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 25 3 1 
UT 67 52 7 1 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
WY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
11TH ALM 63 1 8 2 2 50 
AL.N 24 5 1 7 1 10 
AL,S 20 2 13 1 0 4 
FL.M 200 140 40 1 8 1 
FL,N 4 0 0 1 0 3 
FL,S 447 355 51 5 36 9 
GA,M 22 0 0 22 0 0 
GA,N 107 100 4 2 1 0 
GA,S 47 38 6 0 3 0 


a 
Table P-1. 
U.S. District Courts—Passport Applications Processed and Aliens Administered Oath of Allegiance 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 
Aliens Aliens 
Circuit Passport Administered Circuit Passport Administered 
and Applications Oath of and Applications Oath of 
District Processed’ Allegiance District Processed’ Allegiance 
Total 715 388,451 SC No 925 
VA,E 17 1,319 
oc No 1,411 VA,W No 403 
WV,N 155 86 
1st Circuit 0 14,618 WV,S No 216 
ME No 104 
MA No 10,753 5th Circuit 3 37,649 
NH No 548 LA,E No 1,171 
Ri No 1,911 LA,M No 274 
PR No 1,302 LA.W No 283 
MS,N No 141 
2nd Circuit 0 58,747 MS,S No 299 
CT No 6,421 TX,N No 6,881 
NY,N No 627 TX,E No 1,166 
NYE No 40,458 TX,S 3 19,667 
NY,S No 9,862 TX,W No 7,767 
NY ,W No 1,150 
VT No 229 6th Circuit 537 14,616 
KY,E No 195 
3rd Circuit 0 28,204 KY,W No 288 
DE No 238 Mi,E No 7,075 
NJ No 24,522 MI,W 535 1,197 
PA,E No 969 OH,N No 2,263 
PAM No 224 OH,S No 2,056 
PA.W No 796 TN,E No 464 
Vi No 1,455 ™N,M No 675 
T™N.W 2 403 
4th Circuit 172 5,885 
MD No 2,660 7th Circuit 0 22,197 
NC,E No 123 IL,N No 18,585 
NC,M No 66 IL,C No 607 
NC,W No 87 IL,S No 123 
wn 
Wi 
No 
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Table P-1. (Continued) 


Aliens Aliens 
Circuit Passport Administered Circuit Passport Administered 
and Applications Oath of and Applications Oath of 
District Processed’ Allegiance District Processed* Allegiance 
IN,N No 676 OR No 895 
IN,S No 804 WA,E No 1,534 
WIE No 1,037 WA,W No 468 
WI,wW No 365 GU No 1,585 
NMI . . 
8th Circuit 0 8,222 
AR,E No 287 10th Circuit 3 6,437 
AR,W No 168 co No 209 
|A,N No 280 KS No 1,260 
IA,S No 611 NM No 1,383 
MN No 4,280 OK,N No 399 
MO,E No 907 OK,E No 64 
MO,W No 674 OK,W No 1,408 
NE No 682 UT No 1,690 
ND No 178 WY 3 24 
SD No 155 
11th Circuit 0 3,750 
9th Circuit 0 186,715 AL,N No 156 
AK No 696 AL,M No 105 
AZ No 3,608 AL,S No 75 
CA,N No 37,911 FL,N No 493 
CA,E No 15,430 FL,M No 718 
CA,C Nc 108,815 FL,S No 1,231 
CA,S No 8,541 GA,N No 809 
HI No 4,035 GA,M No 34 
ID No 503 GA,S No 129 
MT No 147 
NV No 2,547 


" EXCLUDES PASSPORTS PROCESSED BY REGIONAL U.S. PASSPORT OFFICES, U.S. POST OFFICES, AND STATE COURTS 
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Table T-1. 


U.S. District Courts—Civil and Criminal Trials, by District, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Civil Criminal 
Motions, Motions, 
Total All On the Issue’ Injunctions, On Charge(s)’ Orders, Sentencing 
Circuit and District Trials’ Total Jury | Nonjury and Other’ Total Jury | Nonjury and Other’ Hearings‘ 

TOTAL 20,817 10,395 4,249 2,801 3,345 10,422 4,245 366 2,810 3,001 
DC 294 155 46 50 59 139 89 4 31 15 

1ST 682 375 189 100 86 307 168 17 77 45 
ME 73 40 20 12 8 33 17 4 6 6 
MA 275 174 93 38 43 101 67 8 20 6 
NH 78 43 16 14 13 35 11 1 12 11 
Ri 104 68 42 19 7 36 32 1 1 2 
PR 152 50 18 17 15 102 41 3 38 20 

2ND 1,762 1,055 471 303 281 707 349 46 196 . 116 
CT 237 162 91 33 38 75 39 1 23 12 
NY,N 128 63 30 19 14 65 37 1 15 12 
NY,E 588 312 131 65 116 276 133 27 63 53 
NY,S 644 443 190 158 95 201 103 7 75 16 
NY ,W 97 53 17 22 14 44 27 4 8 5 
VT 68 22 12 6 4 46 10 6 12 18 

3RD 1,485 951 483 207 261 534 245 27 117 145 
DE 71 48 25 19 4 23 6 . 12 5 
NJ 375 220 89 44 87 155 62 7 43 43 
PA,E 549 410 224 95 91 139 93 8 7 31 
PA,M 228 115 74 15 26 113 35 4 36 38 
PA,W 223 138 62 30 46 85 34 7 16 28 
Vi 39 20 9 4 7 19 15 1 3 - 

4TH 2,206 1,046 378 308 360 1,160 471 56 272 361 
MD 313 148 59 59 30 165 49 20 43 53 
NC,E 103 40 21 7 12 63 40 1 3 19 
NC,M 155 32 7 9 16 123 44 5 38 36 
NC,W 185 94 15 10 69 91 56 4 30 1 
SC 433 245 113 56 76 188 75 2 26 85 
VA,E 589 269 97 98 74 320 131 22 71 96 
VA,W 157 68 40 12 16 89 48 2 13 26 
WV,N 129 61 7 7 47 68 12 - 25 31 
WV,S 142 89 19 50 20 53 16 23 14 
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Table T-1. (Continued) 


Civil Criminal 
Motions, Motions, 
Total Ali On the issue’ Injunctions, On Charge(s)’ Orders, Sentencing 
Circuit and District Trials’ Total Jury | Nonjury and Other’ Total Jury | Nonjury and Other’ Hearings‘ 

5TH 3,550 1,651 601 437 613 1,899 529 40 §22 808 
LA,E 210 148 63 62 23 62 30 3 15 14 
LA,M 59 30 9 12 9 29 9 4 16 
LA.W 167 126 38 74 14 41 25 5 6 5 
MS,N 115 74 44 7 23 41 27 - 8 6 
MS,S 253 173 88 51 34 80 35 1 20 24 
TX,N 448 245 79 67 99 203 78 2 75 48 
TX,E 268 144 64 31 49 124 55 5 29 35 
TX,S 1,557 501 125 84 292 1,056 165 16 267 608 
TX,W 473 210 91 49 70 263 105 8 98 52 

6TH 1,598 770 342 179 249 828 385 19 167 257 
KY,E 142 61 28 10 23 81 47 27 7 
KY,W 129 67 34 15 18 62 23 . 19 20 
MIE 259 141 82 41 18 118 76 2 24 16 
MI,W 143 56 25 10 21 87 33 2 17 35 
OH,N 184 114 48 24 42 70 52 3 10 5 
OH,S 287 129 25 12 92 158 34 1 25 98 
TNE 148 59 34 20 5 89 4s 3 18 23 
TN,M 173 95 47 25 23 78 21 3 15 39 
TN,W 133 48 19 22 7 85 54 5 12 14 

7TH 1,209 651 240 199 212 558 219 26 123 190 
IL,N 428 296 88 116 92 132 60 14 22 36 
IL,C 117 54 23 15 16 63 19 7 6 31 
IL,S 154 48 20 14 14 106 42 2 37 25 
IN,N 142 50 13 10 27 92 30 . 23 39 
IN,S 187 89 32 18 39 98 23 2 32 41 
WIE 104 61 24 18 19 43 30 1 3 9 ' 
WI,W 77 53 40 8 5 24 15 . 9 

8TH 1,683 863 352 220 291 820 295 18 229 278 
AR,E 289 191 87 48 56 98 37 4 30 27 
AR,W 124 91 44 17 30 33 13 3 17 
IAN 110 21 9 6 6 89 14 1 33 41 
IA,S 188 54 16 22 16 134 34 . 64 36 
MN 136 76 29 28 19 60 40 1 5 14 
MO,E 194 133 72 40 21 61 48 1 6 6 
MO,W 256 150 38 17 95 106 52 2 22 30 
NE 157 86 29 26 31 71 13 3 23 32 
ND 61 26 14 8 4 35 13 2 14 6 
SD 168 35 14 8 13 133 31 4 29 69 
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Table T-1. (Continued) 


Civil Criminal 
Motions, Motions, 
Total All On the Issue’ Injunctions, On Charge(s)’ Orders, Sentencing 
Circuit and District Trials’ Total Jury | Nonjury and Other’ Total Jury | Nonjury and Other’ Hearings‘ 

9TH 2,376 1,034 382 372 280 1,342 587 74 497 184 
AK 56 21 3 16 2 35 12 2 . 21 
AZ 280 97 29 33 35 183 74 9 98 2 
CA,N 190 108 56 35 17 82 55 12 14 1 
CA,E 149 54 25 18 11 95 47 7 37 4 
CA,C 507 273 127 113 33 234 156 8 66 4 
CA,S 254 61 25 22 14 193 66 11 107 9 
HI 80 23 7 15 1 57 21 . 28 8 
ID 33 10 3 3 4 23 9 1 . 13 
MT 53 19 6 10 3 34 18 5 5 6 
NV 196 116 42 25 49 80 37 1 6 36 
OR 166 65 21 20 24 101 27 6 44 24 
WA,E 232 76 8 6 62 156 25 1 78 52 
WA,W 168 107 28 54 25 61 32 11 14 4 
GUAM 9 2 : a - 7 7 - - : 
NMI 3 2 2 . 1 1 - 

10TH 1,259 606 298 106 202 653 204 19 317 113 
co 275 162 64 33 65 113 21 5 60 27 
KS 252 120 37 20 63 132 41 . 61 30 
NM 204 51 23 14 14 153 54 2 85 12 
OK,N 138 58 23 9 26 80 27 3 34 16 
OK,E 68 39 23 6 10 29 6 1 19 3 
OK,W 170 108 82 8 i8 62 20 1 28 13 
UT 75 39 19 16 4 36 22 5 8 1 
WY 77 29 27 . 2 48 13 2 22 11 

11TH 2,713 1,238 467 320 451 1,475 704 20 262 489 
AL,N 259 179 65 50 64 80 36 2 30 12 
AL,M 151 75 30 21 24 76 23 - 25 28 
AL,S 153 61 22 27 12 92 38 1 22 31 
FL,N 292 68 26 15 27 224 71 - 19 134 
FL,M 411 166 80 44 42 245 121 - 44 80 
FL,S 689 295 67 99 129 394 275 9 46 64 
GA,N 437 212 93 34 85 225 86 4 54 81 
GA,M 130 72 30 20 22 58 28 1 14 15 
GA,S 191 110 54 10 46 81 26 3 8 44 


‘CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS BEFORE A COURT OR JURY AT WHICH EVIDENCE IS INTRODUCED. 
? PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING A JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE OR A VERDICT IN A CRIMINAL CASE. INCLUDES SUMMARY TRIALS. 


»> CONTESTED HEARINGS ON MOTIONS FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS, EVIDENCE, OR OTHER MATTERS NOT RESULTING IN A FINAL JUDGMENT OR VERDICT. 


“HEARINGS UNDER RULE 32 F.R. CR. P. AT WHICH CONTESTED EVIDENCE OR TESTIMONY iS PRESENTED CONCERNING SENTENCES IMPOSED ON DEFENDANTS AFTER CONVICTION. NOT ALL SENTENCING HEARINGS 


QUALIFY AS TRIALS. 
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Table T-2. 
U.S. District Courts—Length of Civil and Criminal Trials Resulting in a Verdict or Judgment, 


by District, for the Twe!lve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Civil Trials Criminal Trials 
Circuit and Total 1 2 3 4to9 10to19 | 20 Days 1 2 3 4to9 10to19 | 20 Days 
District All Trials Total Day Days Days Days Days or More Total Day Days Days Days Jays or More 

TOTAL 11,661 7,050 1,845 1,414 1,177 2,218 334 62 4,611 698 1,016 889 1,607 293 108 
DC 189 96 7 19 22 42 6 : 9? 3 9 15 49 11 6 

1ST 474 289 63 37 37 120 27 5 185 27 23 23 83 21 8 
ME 53 32 8 2 3 18 1 21 5 3 3 9 1 : 
MA 206 131 22 13 21 56 18 1 75 5 4 8 36 15 7 
NH 42 30 6 6 3 13 2 12 1 1 3 5 1 1 
RI 94 61 15 11 7 24 3 1 33 4 4 5 17 3 
PR 79 35 12 5 3 9 3 3 44 12 11 4 16 1 

2ND 1,169 774 168 139 116 300 46 5 395 59 30 49 199 37 21 
CT 164 124 31 16 21 53 3 40 5 2 7 18 5 3 
NY,N 87 49 9 7 11 17 4 1 38 4 - 8 24 1 1 
NY,E 356 196 52 40 23 69 11 1 160 30 21 15 66 19 9 
NY,S 458 348 62 63 55 140 26 2 110 9 3 16 67 9 6 
NY,W 70 39 8 10 4 14 2 1 31 4 2 2 18 3 2 
VT 34 18 6 3 2 7 - 16 7 2 1 6 - 

3RD 962 690 155 147 125 221 33 9 272 37 39 45 113 24 14 
DE 50 44 9 8 6 13 6 2 6 1 5 
NJ 202 133 33 24 17 46 10 3 69 10 6 8 25 12 8 
PAE 420 319 77 76 62 94 8 2 101 8 21 19 46 6 1 
PA,M 128 89 20 2 18 27 3 1 39 10 6 4 16 2 1 
PA,W 133 92 15 19 16 36 5 1 41 4 2 10 17 4 4 
Vi 29 13 1 6 5 1 16 5 3 4 4 - 

4TH 1,213 686 272 144 106 139 25 - 527 143 128 113 120 18 ) 
MD 187 118 35 18 14 42 9 69 21 8 7 22 8 3 
NC,E 69 28 6 8 6 5 3 41 6 7 11 14 1 2 
NC,M 65 16 2 5 4 5 49 6 15 19 9 
NC,W 85 25 9 5 a 4 3 60 10 18 17 15 - 
SC 246 169 52 35 40 36 6 77 18 16 17 22 4 - 
VA,E 348 195 94 45 26 29 1 153 63 43 25 18 4 - 
VA,W 102 52 20 17 7 7 1 50 17 15 7 11 - 
WV,N 26 14 4 5 1 4 - 12 1 1 4 5 1 : 
WV,S 85 69 50 6 4 7 2 16 1 5 6 4 - 
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Table T-2. (Continued) 


Civil Trials Criminal? als 
Circuit and Total 1 2 3 4to9 10 to 19 20 Days 1 2 3 4to9 10to 19 | 20 Days 
District All Trials Total Day Days Days Days Days or More Total Day Days Days Days Days or More 
5TH 1,607 1,038 356 262 187 211 18 4 56) 120 177 107 133 26 6 
LA,E 158 125 48 35 22 19 1 - 33 6 11 4 9 3 - 
LA,M 30 21 14 4 2 . - 1 9 2 6 1 
LA,W 142 112 47 24 17 24 - - 30 9 7 8 3 3 
MS,N 78 51 12 18 11 10 - - 27 4 8 7 8 ° 
MS,S 175 139 44 32 36 26 1 . 36 11 10 8 1 
TX,N 226 146 46 28 18 43 9 2 80 12 16 21 26 5 
TX,E 155 95 24 33 22 15 1 60 11 31 7 11 
TAS 390 209 83 51 28 42 4 1 181 41 44 34 48 9 5 
Tx.W 253 140 38 37 31 32 2 113 24 44 20 19 1 
6TH 925 521 132 95 90 183 17 4 404 §1 94 77 147 33 2 
KY,E 85 38 9 8 10 9 2 - 47 4 22 6 13 2 
KY,W 72 49 18 10 8 13 . 23 2 4 6 9 2 : 
MIE 201 123 16 25 17 53 9 3 78 3 11 16 41 7 - 
MI,W 70 35 6 5 6 15 3 - 35 3 5 10 14 3 
OH,N 127 72 20 9 11 32 - 55 9 11 7 22 5 1 
OH,S 72 37 6 7 4 20 35 6 4 6 12 7 
™N,E 102 54 22 14 8 1 48 16 18 6 4 
™N,M 96 72 19 12 17 24 : - 24 3 6 9 1 
T™N,W 100 41 16 5 8 9 3 . 59 13 17 21 2 1 
7TH 684 439 105 98 76 140 19 1 245 38 63 46 74 17 7 
IL,N 278 204 47 33 37 74 13 - 74 8 9 8 33 11 5 
IL,C 64 38 14 12 7 5 - 26 7 6 3 8 1 1 
IL,S 78 34 11 12 4 7 - 44 10 11 11 10 1 1 
IN,N 53 23 5 6 3 9 30 2 12 5 10 1 
IN,S 75 50 13 8 12 15 2 25 6 8 6 4 1 
WIE 73 42 6 10 5 20 1 31 2 9 10 8 2 
Wi,W 63 48 3 17 10 4 - 15 3 8 3 1 - 
8TH 685 572 154 125 109 187 21 6 313 39 86 71 102 12 3 
AR,E 176 135 48 29 26 28 3 1 41 13 14 5 9 - 
AR,W 74 61 17 19 15 10 : 13 3 7 1 2 
1A,N 30 15 3 2 3 4 2 1 15 3 7 4 1 
1A,S 72 38 18 2 6 10 2 - 34 2 4 8 19 1 
MN 98 57 8 13 8 23 3 2 41 1 4 8 19 7 2 
MO,E 161 112 27 26 21 31 5 2 49 2 17 13 15 2 
WwW MO,W 109 55 9 14 14 14 4 . 54 3 22 12 16 1 
™ NE 71 55 17 13 9 15 1 16 2 3 11 - 
ND 37 22 4 3 2 13 : - 15 2 6 4 3 : 
SD 57 22 3 4 5 9 1 - 35 11 9 10 4 - 1 
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& Table T-2. (Continued) 
Civil Trials Criminal Trials 
Circuit and Total 1 2 3 4to9 10to19 | 20 Days 1 2 3 4to9 10to 19 | 20 Days 

District All Trials Total Day Days Days Days Days or More Total Day Days Days Days Days or More 

OTH 1,415 764 155 130 93 283 72 21 661 73 112 140 269 49 18 
AK 33 19 6 4 3 4 2 14 1 1 2 7 2 1 
AZ 145 62 20 13 6 ‘4 6 3 83 8 8 25 39 2 1 
CA,.N 158 91 10 12 8 40 17 4 67 5 13 9 31 7 2 
CALE 97 43 6 6 7 17 6 1 54 5 5 1 24 8 1 
CA,C 404 240 44 36 20 102 29 y 164 11 22 29 76 20 6 
CA.S 124 47 5 4 21 4 77 7 22 22 22 1 3 
HI 43 22 2 3 3 14 21 2 3 3 1 2 
ID 16 6 1 1 1 3 10 2 2 2 2 2 
MT 39 16 7 3 6 . 23 4 5 6 8 
NV 105 67 15 19 8 17 5 3 38 5 12 6 13 1 1 
OR 74 41 16 10 3 12 33 9 5 6 11 2 
WA,E 40 14 2 2 5 5 26 4 9 6 7 
WA,W 125 82 17 16 18 28 3 43 10 5 11 13 1 3 
GUAM 4 2 1 1 7 2 4 1 
NMI 3 2 2 1 1 

10TH 627 404 50 62 79 183 27 3 223 34 59 46 76 7 1 
co 123 97 8 18 23 41 7 26 4 7 5 9 1 
KS 98 57 4 3 9 26 8 2 41 2 7 12 20 
NM 93 37 4 4 7 17 1 56 H 22 18 6 1 1 
OK,N 62 32 6 5 6 14 1 30 5 8 6 11 
OK,E 36 29 6 7 4 11 1 7 2 3 2 
OK,W 111 90 12 11 23 42 2 21 2 2 14 3 
UT 62 35 5 4 4 14 3 27 4 4 3 5 1 
wy 42 27 1 3 18 4 1 15 2 1 4 1 

11TH 1,611 787 228 156 137 239 23 4 724 74 196 187 242 38 17 
AL,N 153 115 52 20 14 26 2 1 38 6 9 4 13 1 
AL.M 74 51 14 8 11 15 2 1 23 2 7 4 10 
ALS 88 49 22 y 11 7 39 i) 19 6 5 
FL,N 112 41 11 11 5 13 1 71 2 26 25 16 2 
FL.M 245 124 23 28 29 41 3 121 8 25 17 55 8 
FL.S 450 166 40 27 23 65 4 2 284 26 69 70 95 17 7 
GA,N 217 127 22 21 21 58 5 90 11 18 12 37 10 2 
GA.M 79 50 12 17 11 a) 1 29 6 i) 8 6 
GA,S 93 64 32 15 12 5 29 4 14 6 5 
NOTE THIS TABLE INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY. THIS TABLE EXCLUDES ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGES, AND EXCLUDES HEARINGS ON 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON CONTESTED MOTIONS, AND OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS NOT RESULTING IN A VERDICT OR JUDGMENT. SUMMARY 
TRIALS ARE INCLUDED. CIVIL DATA INCLUDE TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES 
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Table V-1. 
U.S. District Courts—Services Provided to and Received From Other District Courts 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
Judges Providing Judges Providing 
Service Criminal Service Criminal 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 

TOTAL ACTIVE cx) 663 167 158 ACTIVE 99 663 167 158 

SENIOR 73 731 98 296 SENIOR 73 731 98 296 
boc ACTIVE : - . . ACTIVE . . - . 

SENIOR 1 . . 1 SENIOR 1 . 1 . 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 

SENIOR 

1ST ACTIVE 10 4 19 11 ACTIVE cc) 4 1 8 

SENIOR 2 17 1 2 SENIOR 5 61 3 17 
ME ACTIVE 2 2 - 6 ACTIVE 3 3 1 2 

SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 17 . . 
MA ACTIVE - - . - ACTIVE 2 2 . - 

SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 3 64 3 14 
NH ACTIVE 3 1 17 3 ACTIVE 1 3 

SENIOR . - . - SENIOR - . 
Ri ACTIVE 1 3 . - ACTIVE 1 1 

SENIOR 1 : 1 . SENIOR . . 
PR ACTIVE 4 3 2 2 ACTIVE 2 . - 6 

SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 . . 3 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE . - - 

SENIOR 1 17 . 2 


5Sb 


89t 


AL LEPESANT EEE a a TT ITE EE | a I TO LETTE LES NLT IOLA TEE 
Table V-1. (Continued) 


Services Provided to Other District Courts 


Services Received From Other District Courts 


Judges Providing 
SEND Criminal eend Criminal 
Service ce 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
2ND ACTIVE 4 5 2 . ACTIVE 12 16 18 33 
SENIOR 9 128 19 93 SENIOR 10 86 10 57 
cT ACTIVE 1 1 . ACTIVE . . . 
SENIOR 1 4 4 SENIOR 1 66 30 
NY,N ACTIVE 1 1 ACTIVE . . 
SENIOR . . SENIOR 1 2 
NY.E ACTIVE 1 4 . . ACTIVE 4 18 
SENIOR 3 1 1 14 SENIOR 2 6 
NY,S ACTIVE . . : - ACTIVE 4 14 1 11 
SENIOR 4 121 18 73 SENIOR 2 i) . 4 
NY,W ACTIVE 1 1 ACTIVE 
SENIOR . . SENIOR 
VT ACTIVE | ACTIVE 4 2 17 4 
SENIOR SENIOR 4 11 10 10 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE . . . 
SENIOR 1 2 2 
3RD ACTIVE 6 14 9 3 ACTIVE 8 14 10 3 
_ SENIOR 6 222 : 12 SENIOR 5 15 : 6 
DE ACTIVE 1 7 1 ACTIVE : : 
SENIOR . . . SENIOR 1 1 
NJ ACTIVE 1 . 1 . ACTIVE 2 2 
SENIOR 1 3 . 6 SENIOR . . 
PAE ACTIVE 3 6 8 2 ACTIVE 1 2 
SENIOR 5 219 - 6 SENIOR - - 
PAM ACTIVE ACTIVE 2 2 
SENIOR SENIOR . - 
PAW ACTIVE 1 1 ACTIVE 1 5 1 
SENIOR - - SENIOR 1 2 - 
vi ACTIVE ACTIVE 2 5 8 2 
SENIOR SENIOR 3 12 . 6 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 
SENIOR 
557 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 


Services Provided to Other District Courts 


Services Received From Other District Courts 


Judges Providing 
dutigns Coenteing Criminal Servi Criminal 
Service ervice 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed* Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
4TH ACTIVE 6 5 12 12 ACTIVE 12 5 13 12 
SENIOR 5 13 4 25 SENIOR 8 11 4 37 
MD ACTIVE . . ACTIVE . . 
SENIOR 1 2 SENIOR 1 15 
NC,E ACTIVE 2 6 4 ACTIVE 2 2 
SENIOR SENIOR - 
NC,M ACTIVE 1 2 3 ACTIVE - - - 
SENIOR SENIOR 1 1 3 
NC,W ACTIVE ACTIVE 2 1 3 
SENIOR SENIOR 2 6 
Sc ACTIVE . - ACTIVE 2 3 1 - 
SENIOR 1 1 SENIOR 1 3 
VALE ACTIVE 2 . 6 2 ACTIVE 1 4 1 
SENIOR 3 11 4 24 SENIOR - 
VA,W ACTIVE ACTIVE 3 2 6 3 
SENIOR SENIOR 1 3 1 
WV,N ACTIVE ACTIVE 2 . 1 3 
SENIOR SENIOR 2 10 1 4 
WV,S ACTIVE 1 3 3 ACTIVE 
SENIOR SENIOR 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 
SENIOR 
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S Table V-1. (Continued) 


Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
Judges Providing 
datgns Crating Criminal Service Criminal 
Service 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
5TH ACTIVE 17 102 15 19 ACTIVE 19 102 15 17 

SENIOR 6 33 5 15 SENIOR 13 38 5 17 
LA,E ACTIVE 8 83 - 10 ACTIVE 

SENIOR 5 31 4 6 SENIOR 
LA,M ACTIVE - . - - ACTIVE 10 90 - 9 

SENIOR . . . - SENIOR 5 25 - 5 
LA,W ACTIVE 2 14 3 3 ACTIVE 1 - - 1 

SENIOR - - - . SENIOR 1 : 1 : 
MS,N ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 3 3 12 3 

SENIOR - - : : SENIOR 2 3 3 2 
MS,S ACTIVE 3 3 12 3 ACTIVE 1 : - 1 

SENIOR - - - : SENIOR 1 4 - . 
TX,N ACTIVE . - - : ACTIVE - - - . 

SENIOR . - - - SENIOR 1 5 - 4 
TX,E ACTIVE 1 - - 1 ACTIVE 1 2 

SENIOR - - - - SENIOR - - 
TX,S ACTIVE 1 2 - : ACTIVE - - - 

SENIOR - - - - SENIOR 2 1 - 5 
TX,W ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 3 7 3 3 

SENIOR 1 2 1 y SENIOR 1 - 1 1 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 2 . . 2 

SENIOR - - 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 
Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
Judges Providing 
Judges Providing Criminal Servi Criminal 
Service ervice 
Civil Cases Defendants Triais Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
6TH ACTIVE 14 198 40 19 ACTIVE 10 197 39 9 

SENIOR 9 89 1 17 SENIOR 8 93 1 4 
KY,E ACTIVE 4 192 33 5 ACTIVE 

SENIOR . . . - SENIOR 
KY,W ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 7 196 36 6 

SENIOR 1 : 1 . SENIOR 1 3 - . 
MIE ACTIVE 3 2 3 7 ACTIVE 

SENIOR 4 6 - 14 SENIOR 
MI,W ACTIVE 3 1 1 5 ACTIVE 1 - 3 2 

SENIOR 1 . : 3 SENIOR 1 : 1 - 
OH,N ACTIVE . . - - ACTIVE - . 

SENIOR - . . - SENIOR 1 81 
OH,S ACTIVE 1 1 - : ACTIVE - - - - 

SENIOR 1 1 - - SENIOR 2 6 - 4 
TNE ACTIVE 1 : 3 2 ACTIVE 2 1 - 1 

SENIOR . - . - SENIOR 2 2 - - 
™N.M ACTIVE - - . - ACTIVE - - 

SENIOR . : - - SENIOR 1 1 
™N,W ACTIVE 1 1 . - ACTIVE 

SENIOR - . : - SENIOR 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 1 1 

SENIOR 2 82 
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™~ Table V-1. (Continued) 
Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
Judges Providing 
sutges Crentding Criminal Servi Criminal 
Service ervice 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status Number Terminated Terminated Completed* Status Number Terminated Terminated Complated* 
7TH ACTIVE 2 1 - 3 ACTIVE 5 1 : 5 
SENIOR 3 54 1 1 SENIOR 4 145 1 6 
IL,N ACTIVE - . - - ACTIVE 4 - - 5 
SENIOR 1 52 - - SENIOR 2 - - 6 
IL,C ACTIVE 1 . - 2 ACTIVE, . - . 
SENIOR - . - - SENIOR 1 145 
IL,S ACTIVE : . - - ACTIVE 
SENIOR - - - - SENIOR 
IN.N ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR - . - - SENIOR - 
IN,S ACTIVE - . - - ACTIVE - - - 
SENIOR - . - - SENIOR 1 - 1 
WIE ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 
SENIOR 2 2 1 1 SENIOR 
WI,W ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 
SENIOR - . - - SENIOR 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 1 1 - 1 
SENIOR - ; . P 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 
Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
Judges Providing 
cudigne Creneng Criminal — Criminal 
Service e 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ Status Number Terminated Terminated Completed* 
6TH ACTIVE 5 6 4 14 ACTIVE 7 11 q 
SENIOR 5 72 32 29 SENIOR 8 q 1 11 
——_— eee. 

AR.E ACTIVE : . . . ACTIVE . . . . 

SENIOR 1 1 1 . SENIOR 2 7 . 2 
AR.W ACTIVE . . . ACTIVE . . . 

SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 1 1 
1A.N ACTIVE 2 3 1 1 ACTIVE 2 3 3 1 

SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 1 . . 
IAS ACTIVE 1 3 1 10 ACTIVE 2 3 1 1 

SENIOR . . . . SENIOR . . . . 
MN ACTIVE 1 . - 3 ACTIVE 2 . . 5 

SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 4 . . 4 
MO.E ACTIVE . . . - ACTIVE 

SENIOR 1 46 31 19 SENIOR 
MO.W ACTIVE . . . - ACTIVE 

SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 
NE ACTIVE . . . - ACTIVE 

SENIOR 1 12 . 6 SENIOR 
NO ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 1 5 5 2 

SENIOR 1 1 - 4 SENIOR . - - 
SD ' ACTIVE { , 2 ACTIVE 

SENIOR 1 2 . . SENIOR 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 

SENIOR 
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+ Table V-1. (Continued) 
Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
Judges Providing 
aay ~<a Criminal Servic Criminal 
Service e 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ Status Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
9TH ACTIVE 18 42 38 24 ACTIVE 29 42 39 25 
SENIOR 13 62 13 32 SENIOR 32 136 15 32 
AK ACTIVE . ACTIVE 
SENIOR . . SENIOR 4 1 6 
AZ ACTIVE 2 2 . 1 ACTIVE 2 1 :; 1 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 12 103 1 22 
CA.N ACTIVE . . ACTIVE 4 . 2 H 
SENIOR 3 15 5 2 SENIOR 1 1 2 2 
CAE ACTIVE ACTIVE 
SENIOR 1 1 1 . SENIOR 
CA.C ACTIVE 6 17 6 14 ACTIVE 1 . 4 1 
SENIOR 1 2 . 1 SENIOR 1 . . 1 
CAS ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 5 5 1 3 
SENIOR 2 1 : 4 SENIOR 1 5 . . 
HI ACTIVE 1 5 1 . ACTIVE 2 2 4 4 
SENIOR 2 7 . 5 SENIOR 2 7 . . 
ID ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 7 23 12 3 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 4 1 3 3 
MT ACTIVE 1 . . 2 ACTIVE 2 5 
SENIOR 1 11 . 2 SENIOR . . 
NV ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 2 4 . 2 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 3 8 . 2 
OR ACTIVE 1 4 . . ACTIVE 
SENIOR 2 1 7 4 SENIOR 
WA,E ACTIVE 4 14 1 4 ACTIVE 1 1 . 1 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 . 1 . 
WA,W ACTIVE 1 . . 1 ACTIVE 2 1 . 1 
SENIOR 1 44 . 10 SENIOR 1 . . 2 
GUAM ACTIVE . . . ACTIVE 1 . 16 1 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 . 1 . 
NMI ACTIVE 1 . 16 1 ACTIVE . . . 
SENIOR . . - - SENIOR 4 . 1 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 1 . 4 1 ons 
SENIOR ; : ; 563 


SZt 


LTE a a EE EE I EE RTT LE LITE TITEL TANT EIT TERETE TED TET TEE NEEL 
Table V-1. (Continued) 


Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
Judges Providing 
Judges Sreviding Criminal Servic Criminal 
Service e 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
10TH ACTIVE 4 263 20 34 ACTIVE 14 263 21 34 

SENIOR 7 4 3 20 SENIOR 4 2 2 5 
co ACTIVE - . - - ACTIVE 4 73 2 13 

SENIOR . . . . SENIOR . . . . 
KS ACTIVE 1 2 . 1 ACTIVE 2 3 - 1 

SENIOR 3 2 . SENIOR 2 1 2 1 
NM ACTIVE . . . - ACTIVE 1 - - 3 

SENIOR 1 1 . . SENIOR 1 : : 4 
OK,N ACTIVE 1 1 . - ACTIVE 2 175 18 14 

SENIOR 1 1 10 SENIOR . : . 
OK,E ACTIVE 1 174 18 14 ACTIVE 

SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 
OK,W ACTIVE 1 4 - 1 ACTIVE 1 1 

SENIOR 1 1 . - SENIOR . - 
UT ACTIVE . . . - ACTIVE 3 7 1 1 

SENIOR 1 . 2 2 SENIOR 1 1 . . 
WwyY ACTIVE 3 77 2 16 ACTIVE 1 4 - 2 

SENIOR . . . . SENIOR . . - - 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 2 5 - 2 

SENIOR - - - - 
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Oo Table V-1. (Continued) 
Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
Judges Providing 
Judges Providing Criminal Service Criminal 
Service 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
11TH ACTIVE 5 3 2 3 ACTIVE 5 3 2 3 
SENIOR 3 7 18 22 SENIOR 18 115 55 104 
AL,N ACTIVE 2 1 1 2 ACTIVE 1 1 - 1 
SENIOR . . - . SENIOR . . . . 
AL,M ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 1 1 . . 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 2 . 13 14 
AL,S ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE . . 
SENIOR 1 : 1 . SENIOR 1 1 
FL,N ACTIVE 1 1 : . ACTIVE 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 
FL.M ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 2 1 1 . 
SENIOR - - - - SENIOR 8 52 10 53 
FL.S ACTIVE 1 - 1 - ACTIVE 1 - 1 2 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 4 : 1 17 
GA,N ACTIVE 1 1 - 1 ACTIVE - - - - 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 - . 1 
GA,M ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 
SENIOR : . . - SENIOR 
GA,S ACTIVE : . . . ACTIVE - - - . 
SENIOR 1 7 17 21 SENIOR 2 62 31 19 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE . . . . 
SENIOR 1 . - 1 
SPECIAL COURTS 
INTERNATIONAL TRADE ACTIVE 3 15 6 16 
SENIOR 4 10 1 27 
FEDERAL CIRCUIT ACTIVE 
SENIOR 
FEDERAL CLAIMS ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


“ INCLUDES EACH TRIAL COMPLETED DURING THE PERIOD, WHETHER OR NOT A RELATED CASE ALSO WAS TERMINATED. 
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Table V-2. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Services Provided to and Received From Other Courts of Appeals 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 


Services Provided to Other Courts of Appeals Services Received From Other Courts of Appeals 
Participations in Participations in 
Judges Appeals Disposed of Judges Appeals Disposed of 
Providing Providing 
After Submis- Other After Submis- Other 
4 Oral sion on Judicial Oral sion on Judicial 
Circuit Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action 
TOTAL 442 6,518 3,991 1,949 578 442 6,518 3,991 1,949 578 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE 10 102 69 27 6 ACTIVE 10 102 69 27 6 
SENIOR 85 1,330 1,038 239 53 SENIOR 85 1,330 1,038 239 53 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 214 2,945 1,470 1,149 326 ACTIVE 214 2,945 1,470 1,149 326 
SENIOR 133 2,141 1,414 534 193 SENIOR 133 2,141 1,414 534 193 
DC ° " " ° . 1 2 1 1 : 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE . - . . - ACTIVE 
SENIOR . . - . - SENIOR 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE . . - . . ACTIVE . ° 
SENIOR - - - . . SENIOR 1 2 1 1 
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Co Table V-2. (Continued) 
Services Provided to Other Courts of Appeals Services Received From Other Courts of Appeals 
Participations in Participations in 
Judges Appeals Disposed of Judges Appeals Disposed of 
Providing Providing 
Service After After Service After After 
After Submis- Other After Submis- Other 
Oral sion on Judicial Oral sion on Judicia! 
Circuit Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action 
1ST 21 167 183 12 2 18 132 124 6 2 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE . . . ACTIVE . ° 
SENIOR 4 48 43 5 SENIOR 1 17 17 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 14 76 71 5 . ACTIVE 14 76 71 5 : 
SENICR 3 43 39 2 2 SENIOR 3 39 36 1 2 
2ND 39 322 220 78 24 37 347 218 91 38 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE 1 6 6 . : ACTIVE 1 2 2 . - 
SENIOR 8 81 70 8 3 SENIOR 7 95 62 21 12 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 13 109 56 43 10 ACTIVE 13 109 56 43 10 
SENIOR 17 126 88 27 11 SENIOR 16 141 98 27 16 
3RD 32 283 182 89 12 “9 257 131 112 14 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE . - . . ACTIVE 1 18 3 13 2 
SENIOR 8 110 87 18 5 SENIOR 5 71 47 21 3 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 17 78 43 35 ACTIVE 17 78 43 35 - 
SENIOR 7 95 52 36 7 SENIOR 6 90 38 43 9 
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Table V-2. (Continued) 


Services Provided to Other Courts of Appeals Services Received From Other Courts of Appeals 
Participations in Participations in 
Judges Appeals Disposed of Judges Appeals Disposed of 
Providing Providing 
After Submis- Other After Submis- Other 
Oral sion on Judicial Oral sion on Judicial 
Circuit Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action 
4TH 46 389 352 25 12 41 300 292 5 3 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE 2 2 1 . 1 ACTIVE 1 2 2 
SENIOR 2 4 4 . . SENIOR 4 42 41 1 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 26 187 183 2 2 ACTIVE 26 187 183 2 2 
SENIOR 16 196 164 23 9 SENIOR 10 69 66 2 1 
5TH 37 373 333 32 8 40 332 306 18 8 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE 1 11 11 - . ACTIVE 2 7 7 
SENIOR 5 107 86 19 2 SENIOR 4 75 70 3 2 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 25 199 184 11 4 ACTIVE 25 184 169 11 4 
SENIOR 6 56 52 2 2 SENIOR 9 66 60 4 2 
6TH 56 1,250 557 496 197 55 1,304 553 543 208 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE 2 33 17 13 3 ACTIVE . - . . - 
SENIOR 6 52 45 5 2 SENIOR 7 139 58 65 16 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 35 657 299 294 64 ACTIVE 35 657 299 294 64 
Wo SENIOR 13 508 196 184 128 SENIOR 13 508 196 184 128 
SI 
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Table V-2. (Continued) 


Services Provided to Other Courts of Appeals 


Services Received From Other Courts of Appeals 


Participations in Participations in 
Judges Appeals Disposed of Judges Appeals Disposed of 
Providing Providing 
Service After After Service After After 
After Submis- Other After Submis- Other 
Oral sion on Judicial Oral sion on Judicial 

Circuit Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action 
7TH 38 415 372 36 7 44 436 412 22 2 

APPEALS APPEALS 

ACTIVE 1 28 27 1 . ACTIVE 1 1 11 . . 

SENIOR 8 138 124 11 3 SENIOR 18 200 190 8 2 

DISTRICT DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 16 105 96 8 1 ACTIVE 15 107 99 8 

SENIOR 13 144 125 16 3 SENIOR 10 118 112 6 
8TH 47 705 551 135 19 34 302 263 33 6 

APPEALS APPEALS 

ACTIVE . . . ACTIVE . 

SENIOR 20 484 357 113 14 SENIOR 9 103 87 12 4 

DISTRICT DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 16 110 99 11 : ACTIVE 16 110 99 11 . 

SENIOR 11 111 95 11 5 SENIOR 9 89 77 10 2 
9TH 54 1,681 667 760 254 60 1,056 703 326 27 

APPEALS APPEALS 

ACTIVE . . . - ACTIVE 3 61 44 14 3 

SENIOR 7 76 66 6 4 SENIOR 10 310 217 91 2 

DISTRICT DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 29 1,234 349 646 239 ACTIVE 28 278 173 96 9 

SENIOR 18 371 252 108 11 SENIOR 19 407 269 125 13 
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Table V-2. (Continued) 


Services Provided to Other Courts of Appeals 


Services Received From Other Courts of Appeais 


Participations in Participations in 
Judges Appeals Disposed of Judges Appeals Disposed of 
Providing Providing 
After Submis- Other After Submis- Other 
Oral sion on Judicial Oral sion on Judicial 
Circuit Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action 
10TH 32 §20 284 217 19 46 642 389 230 23 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 1 1 . . 1 
SENIOR 3 43 32 7 4 SENIOR 10 112 94 13 5 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 14 155 57 92 6 ACTIVE 14 155 57 92 6 
SENIOR 15 322 195 118 9 SENIOR 21 374 238 125 11 
11TH 34 339 269 51 19 37 1,408 599 562 247 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE . . ACTIVE - . . . 
SENIOR 11 135 80 42 13 SENIOR 10 166 155 4 7 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 9 35 33 2 ACTIVE 11 1,004 221 552 231 
SENIOR 14 169 156 7 6 SENIOR 16 238 223 6 9 
SPECIAL COURTS 6 74 51 18 5 
INT'L TRADE 3 22 7 13 2 
ACTIVE 3 22 7 13 2 
SENIOR 
FEDERAL CIRCUIT 3 52 44 5 3 
ACTIVE 
SENIOR 3 52 44 5 3 
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Table X-1A. 
U.S. District Courts—Weighted and Unweighted Filings per Authorized Judgeship 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1995 (Criminal Felony Defendants Only) 


Weighted Filings per Judgeship Unweighted Filings per Judgeship 
District Judgeships Civil Criminal Total 95% Confidence Interval Civil Criminal Total 
TOTAL 645 320 128 448 419 - 477 364 80 
DC 15 183 54 237 215 - 259 173 31 
1ST ME 3 203 89 293 273 - 313 237 56 
MA 13 254 72 325 300 - 351 255 44 
NH 3 229 71 300 276 - 324 213 44 
RI 3 231 90 322 297 - 346 233 53 
PR 7 193 185 378 354 - 401 241 107 
2ND CT 8 342 80 421 382 - 461 331 47 
NY,N 5 310 142 452 419 - 486 361 92 
NY,E 15 336 188 524 490 - 559 355 113 
NY,S 28 348 95 443 408 - 478 347 59 
NY,W 4 375 135 510 472 - 548 431 90 
VT 2 188 153 341 318 - 364 203 100 
3RD DE 4 182 40 222 188 - 256 199 25 
NJ 17 366 83 449 413 - 486 388 51 
PA,E 23 334 71 405 372 - 437 338 41 
PA,M 6 287 102 390 364 - 415 365 63 
PA,W 10 258 60 318 295 - 341 278 40 
4TH MD 10 344 91 436 406 - 466 386 56 
NC,E 4 256 240 496 463 - 528 364 144 
NC,M 4 177 201 378 355 - 401 224 120 
NC,W 3 238 456 693 649 - 738 298 267 
Sc 9 313 214 527 498 - 556 452 125 
VA,E 10 332 175 507 475 - 538 428 113 
VA,W 4 334 211 545 512 - 578 515 117 
WV,N 3 168 129 297 277 - 316 193 63 
WV,S 5 205 102 307 277 - 337 232 64 
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Table X-1A. (Continued) 


Weighted Filings per Judgeship Unweighted Filings per Judgeship 

District Judgeships Civil Criminal Total 95% Confidence Interval Civil Criminal Total 

5TH LA,E 13 260 60 320 283 - 357 294 36 330 
LA,M 2 1146 88 1233 1042 - 1425 1430 55 1484 

LA,W 7 303 54 356 318 - 394 335 33 368 

MS,N 3 304 75 379 353 - 406 378 49 427 

MS,S 6 327 71 398 366 - 430 389 43 432 

TX,N 12 368 163 530 494 - 567 400 107 506 

TX,E 7 321 137 458 422 - 493 454 84 538 

TX,S 18 710 177 887 692 - 1081 681 117 798 

TX,W 10 275 266 541 503 - 578 304 170 473 

6TH KY,E 4.50 320 144 464 430 - 497 422 92 514 
KY ,W 4.50 244 85 329 308 - 350 336 51 388 

MI,E 15 294 124 419 387 - 451 337 70 407 

MI,W 5 248 131 379 350 - 408 339 86 426 

OH,N 12 328 96 424 390 - 459 673 60 733 

OH,S 8 302 93 395 367 - 423 327 59 386 

TN,E 5 304 162 466 438 - 495 363 93 456 

™N,M 4 305 65 370 343 - 396 373 39 412 

TN,W J 239 199 438 406 - 469 281 112 393 

7TH IL,N 22 327 59 387 355 - 418 335 38 373 
IL,C 4 258 113 371 346 - 396 336 69 404 

IL,S 4 239 185 424 399 - 450 324 100 423 

IN,N 5 333 75 408 375 - 440 387 48 436 

IN,S 5 424 86 510 473 - 546 545 50 594 

WIE 4 281 97 378 350 - 406 330 65 394 

WI,W 2 375 93 468 429 - 507 470 58 528 

8TH AR,E 5 308 107 414 383 - 445 401 70 472 
AR,W 3 238 50 287 267 - 308 298 35 333 

1A,N 2 289 176 464 428 - 501 399 103 502 

IA,S 3 288 422 393 - 452 423 82 505 

MN 7 328 v4 422 388 - 457 311 55 366 

MO,E 8 279 113 393 367 - 418 325 73 398 

MO,W 6 319 144 463 432 - 494 417 89 507 

NE 4 225 130 355 332 - 379 265 74 339 

ND 2 153 184 338 311 - 365 178 107 285 

SD 3 139 192 331 293 - 369 161 105 265 
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Table X-1A. (Continued) 


Weighted Filings per Judgeship 


Unweighted Filings per Judgeship 


District Judgeships Civil Criminal Total 95% Confidence Interval Civil Criminal Total 
9TH AK 3 203 61 264 238 - 290 207 35 241 
AZ 8 340 257 598 554 - 642 446 164 609 
CA,N 14 332 92 424 391 - 457 360 55 414 
CA,E 7 356 180 537 501 - 572 468 126 593 
CA,C 27 344 88 431 398 - 464 369 62 431 
CA,S 8 351 375 726 649 - 804 345 276 621 
HI 4 262 114 376 347 - 405 256 73 328 
ID. 2 230 94 325 301 - 348 261 61 322 
MT 3 197 207 405 376 - 433 216 124 341 
NV 4 443 231 674 627 - 720 504 145 648 
OR 6 403 169 572 530 - 615 408 123 531 
WA,E 4 125 139 264 245 - 284 176 97 273 
WA,W 7 386 110 495 437 - 553 385 69 455 
10TH + CO 7 417 136 553 513 - 593 459 86 545 
KS 6 289 108 397 368 - 426 310 62 372 
NM 5 296 289 585 536 - 633 303 179 483 
OK,N 3.50 271 101 372 347 - 397 354 69 423 
OK,E 1.50 318 102 420 388 - 452 385 59 444 
OK,W 6 297 53 350 323 - 377 338 32 370 
UT 5 249 94 343 313 - 373 254 59 313 
WY 3 104 58 162 150 - 173 112 34 146 
11TH ~=AL,N 8 378 79 457 421 - 493 408 53 462 
AL,M 3 478 102 580 518 - 642 554 61 615 
AL,S 3 303 270 574 536 - 611 351 156 507 
FL.N 4 246 151 397 372 - 422 406 93 499 
FL,M 11 427 196 623 582 - 664 487 119 605 
FL,S 16 299 252 551 516 - 585 308 149 457 
GA,N 11 340 101 441 406 - 477 349 67 416 
GA,M 4 252 128 380 356 - 404 344 75 419 
GA,S 3 294 187 481 450 - 512 387 107 494 


NOTE: THE CASE WEIGHTS ARE BASED ON THE 1987-1993 DISTRICT COURT TIME STUDY CONDUCTED BY THE FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER. THIS TABLE EXCLUDES CIVIL CASES ARISING BY REOPENING, REMAND, APPEAL 
FROM A MAGISTRATE JUDGE DECISION, OR TRANSFER TO THE DISTRICT BY THE ORDER OF THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION. TRANSFERS AND REOPENS OF FELONY DEFENDANTS ARE INCLUDED. 
THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE TERRITORIAL COURTS. THE DISTRICTS’ WEIGHTED FILINGS ARE PRESENTED IN CONJUNCTION WITH A 95% CONFIDENCE INTERVAL TO INDICATE THE STATISTICAL VARIABILITY 


OF THE ESTIMATES. 
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APPENDIX II 


TO THE CHAIR AND MEMBERS OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 
COMMITTEE ON DEFENDER SERVICES 


Summary Report on Appointments and 
Payments Under the Criminal Justice 
Act for Fiscal Year 1994 


THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 

The purpose of the Criminal Justice Act (CJA) of 1964 (18 U.S.C. § 3006A) is to 
provide effective representation in federal criminal proceedings to individuals with 
limited financial resources. Each judicial district is required to have a plan for furnish- 
ing representation under the CJA. The CJA plan must be approved by the judicial 
council of the applicable circuit. The plan must provide for representation by private 
attorneys in a substantial proportion of cases, and may provide for representation by 
attorneys furnished by a bar association or a legal aid agency, or, for qualifying districts, 
by attorneys furnished by a federal public defender organization (FPDO) or a commu- 
nity defender organization (CDO). Any district or part of a district, or two adjacent 
districts or parts of districts, whether or not in the same circuit, in which at least 200 
appointments are required annually, may establish a federal defender organization. 
Representation under the CJA includes counsel and investigative, expert, and other 
services. The Congress appropriates funds for the implementation of the CJA, includ- 
ing the compensation, training, and expenses of court-appointed counsel and persons 


providing investigative, expert, and other services; and financial support for the opera- 
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tion of federal defender organizations. The following is a summary report of activities 
relating to the CJA during fiscal year (FY) 1994, which ended on September 30, 1994. 


SUMMARY OF THE FY 1994 DEFENDER 
SERVICES APPROPRIATION 

In FY 1994, the budget authority for the Defender Services appropriation was 
$280,000,000. 


FY 1994 
Defender Services Appropriation Expenditures 
Activity Expenditure 
FPDOs 89,810,000 
CDOs 41,883,000 
Total Defender Organizations $131,693,000 
Panel Attorneys 122,865,000 
Transcripts 8,162,000 
General Administrative Expenses 784,000 
Total $263,504,000' 


‘The balance of the FY 1994 budget authority was carried forward to FY 1995. 


CJA REPRESENTATIONS IN FEDERAL COURTS 


During FY 1994, there were 81,427 CJA representations in the United States 
courts. This compares with 83,112 representations! in FY 1993 and 83,059 representa- 
tions in FY 1992. The number of representations in FY 1994 was thus 2.03% less than 
in FY 1993 and 1.96% less than in FY 1992. 


JUDICIARY CASELOAD INFORMATION 

Judiciary caseload data reveal that during FY 1994 a total of 45,473 federal 
criminal cases were filed, a decrease of 2.8% compared to the FY 1993 level of 
46,786. The pending criminal caseload as of September 30, 1994, was 29,045 cases, 
an increase of 1.2% compared to the 28,701 cases that were pending as of September 
30, 1993. 


Statistical year 1994 criminal filings fell in 8 of the 15 major offense categories. 


‘ FPDO and traditional CDO representations equal cases closed. Post Conviction Defender Organization 
(PCDO) representations equal cases pending at the beginning of the fiscal year and opened during the fiscal 
year. Panel attorney representations equal cases against which payment was made in the given fiscal year 
(comparable to cases closed). 


Major Offense Cases 
Statistical Year 1994 


Percent Percent 
Offense Change Offense Change 
Homicide 7.7 Forgery & Counterfeiting 3.2 
Robbery -15.1 Sex Offenses 6.5 
Assault 7.5 Drug Laws 7.2 
Burglary -1.4 Miscellaneous 4.8 
Larceny & Theft 0.4 Immigration 4.4' 
Embezzlement -15.1 Liquor & Internal Revenue -66.7 
Fraud -6.3 Other Federal Statutes? -5.0 
Auto Theft -4.0 


' Cases in this category decreased from 6 to 2. 
2 “Other Federal Statutes” include Agriculture and Conservation Acts, National Defense Laws, and Postal 
Laws. 


PAYMENTS IN EXCESS OF THE STATUTORY MAXIMUM 


The CJA provides that the presiding judicial officer may approve attorney compen- 
sation up to a maximum of $3,500 for felonies, $2,500 for appeals, $1,000 for misde- 
meanors, and $750 for other representations. In addition, the presidins ;-:dicial officer 
may approve payments to persons providing investigative, expert anc: » her services up 
to a maximum of $1,000. The CJA also provides that, in extended or complex cases, 
attorrevs may receive compensation in excess of these general case compensation 
me : when the presiding judicial officer certifies that such excess payment is 
necessa:, .o provide fair compensation and the payment is approved by the chief 
judge of the circuit or an active circuit judge to whom excess compensation approval 
authorization has been delegated. Similarly, compensation in excess of the general 
maximum may be paid to persons providing investigative, expert, and other services if 
the presiding judicial officer determines that the amount is necessary to provide fair 
compensation for services of an unusual character or duration and the amount of the 
excess payment is approved by or on behalf of the chief judge of the circuit. Pursuant 
to the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988, death penalty cases are not subject to CJA case 
compensation maximums (21 U.S.C. § 848(q)(10)). 


ATTORNEY COMPENSATION 


In FY 1994, payments to CJA panel attorneys in excess of attorney compensation 
maximums were made in 10,142 cases. These cases constituted 28.9% of all FY 1994 


CJA cases in which any attorney compensation was paid. This FY 1994 amount 
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represents a 5.1% decrease from the FY 1993 figure of 10,689 excess attorney com- 
pensation cases, which constituted 26.6% of all FY 1993 CJA cases in which attorney 
compensation was paid. 

The total amount of attorney compensation paid in FY 1994 in these excess 
compensation cases was $65,712,233, which represented 53.5% of all CJA attorney 
compensation paid in FY 1994. This compares with the FY 1993 amount of 
$67,624,743, which represented 54.8% of all CJA attorney compensation paid in FY 
1993. 


PAYMENTS FOR INVESTIGATIVE, EXPERT, AND OTHER SERVICES 


The number of CJA cases in which payments were made in excess of the statutory 
maximum for investigative, expert, and other services during FY 1994 was 2,224. This 
FY 1994 amount is 7.9% less than the FY 1993 figure of 2,415. 

The total of all payments made in FY 1994 for these services, in excess of the 
statutory maximum, was $7,389,312, which represents 58.1% of the total amount paid 
in all CJA cases for these services in FY 1994. This amount is a 2.2% decrease from 
the previous year’s amount of $7,558,516, which represented 68.6% of the total 
amount paid in all CJA cases for these services in FY 1993. 

The following table reflects the number of excess compensation cases for attorneys 
by circuit during FY 1994. 


Excess Attorney Compensation Cases 


FY 1994 
Most 
Circuit Felonies Appeals Misd. Other' Total Expensive Case 

DC 261 99 0 35 395 $58,525 
1st 190 75 0 38 303 28,037 
2nd 1,050 280 10 50 1,390 85,800 
3rd 343 78 6 32 459 33,295 
4th 395 175 37 39 646 43,960 
5th 281 163 4 51 499 53,100 
6th 363 269 12 53 697 30,801 
7th 312 174 4 122 612 99,888 
8th 322 172 3 170 667 60,155 
9th 1,751 620 47 651 3,069 92,960 
10th 341 69 5 43 458 37,615 
11th 604 231 13 99 947 87,862 
Totals 6,213 2,405 141 1,383 10,142 


' “Other” includes habeas corpus, parole revocation, probation revocation, and grand jury witness cases. In 1994, 
capital habeas corpus cases began to be coded "D1" or "D2" in the CJA database. Due to this transition, some 
Capital habeas corpus cases may be reflected in this category. 


TRANSCRIPTS AND INVESTIGATIVE, EXPERT, AND 
OTHER SERVICES 

Approximately $22,451,000 were expended from the FY 1994 Defender Services 
appropriation for transcripts and for investigative,? expert, and other services.’ A 


breakout of the expenditures by activity is provided below: 


Transcripts and Investigative, Expert, and Other Services 


Activity Expenditure 
Federal Public Defender Organizations 1,591,000 
Community Defender Organizations 

Death Penalty Resource Centers 1,985,000 
Traditional Community Defender Organizations 364,000 
Panel Attorneys 10,349,000 
Subtotal (Experts) $14,289,000 
Transcripts 8,162,000 
Total $22,451,000 


FEDERAL DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 


Perhaps the greatest single contributor to the continued high quality of representa- 
tion in federal criminal proceedings is the system of 63 federal defender organizations, 
which serve 73 of the 94 federal judicial districts. Federal defender organizations 
generally provide a higher quality of representation than panel attorneys because they 
employ attorneys who specialize full time in federal criminal law, know the intricacies 
of the sentencing process, receive regular training by the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts and the Federal Judicial Center, and are accustomed to dealing 
with the other components of the criminal justice system (i.e. United States attorneys 
offices, law enforcement agencies, probation and pretrial services offices, and the 
courts). They are also available to provide training, legal advice, and administrative 
support to private panel attorneys who represent a portion of the CJA-eligible defen- 
dants in their districts, thereby improving the effectiveness and efficiency of the panel 
attorney program. Based on the successful experience with federal defender organiza- 
tions, the Judicial Conference, in adopting the Long Range Plan for the Federal Courts, 
has recently reaffirmed the desirability of establishing federal defender organizations in 


all judicial districts where feasible. 


* This does not include the costs for staff investigators employed by defender organizations. 
> These costs are included in the total expenditure figure of $263,504 ,000. 
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During FY 1994, six new defender organizations with a total of three branch 
offices were established,‘ and four existing defender organizations added one branch 
office each. The FPDO that served the Central and Southern Districts of Illinois and 
the Eastern District of Missouri split into three separate FPDOs in FY 1994. In FY 
1995, five new defender organizations, including one branch office, opened, and five 
existing defender organizations added branch offices. In FY 1996, four existing organi- 


zations are planning to add one branch office each. 


Newly Established Federal Defender Organizations 


FY 1995 
Type of Location of Location of Branch 
Organization District Headquarters Office(s) 
FPDO Michigan-Western Grand Rapids 
FPDO Arkansas-Eastern & 
Western Little Rock Fayetteville 
FPDO Ohio-Southern Columbus 
CDO Alabama-Middle Montgomery 
CDO Kentucky-Western Louisville 


Branch Offices Added to Existing Organizations 


FY 1995 
Type of Location of 
Organization District Branch Office(s) 

FPDO South Carolina Florence 
FPDO Massachusetts & New 

Hampshire Concord, New Hampshire 
FPDO California-Northern Oakland 
FPDO Washington-Eastern & 

Idaho Boise, Idaho 


Branch Offices Added to Existing Organizations 


FY 1996 
Type of Location of 
Organization District Branch Office(s) 
FPDO Ilinois-Central Springfield 
FPDO California-Central Riverside 
FPDO Ohio-Southern Cincinnati 
CDO Michigan-Eastern Flint 


‘ A defender organization is considered to be established when it begins to expend funds. 
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POSECONVICTION DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 


Post-Conviction Defender organizations (PCDOs), formerly known as death 
penalty resource centers, monitor the status of death penalty cases pending in the 
districts they serve, recruit attorneys to represent death-sentenced federal habeas 
petitioners, and provide assistance and expert advice to counsel appointed in death 
penalty cases. Also, each PCDO represents death-sentenced petitioners. Twenty 
PCDOs were operational in FY 1994, an increase of one from FY 1993. 

PCDOs provided direct representation in 386 death-sentence federal habeas 
corpus cases in FY 1994, and provided assistance and expert advice to attorneys in 
909 cases. 


SUMMARY OF FEDERAL DEFENDER FY 1994 STATISTICS 

During FY 1994, federal defender organizations expended $131,693,000, which 
was 90% of the $146,400,000 appropriated. Federal defenders (excluding PCDOs) 
opened 42,209 cases and closed 42,099. The Southern District of California CDO 
experienced the greatest caseload activity of all federal defender organizations, with 
4,821 case openings and 4,958 case closings. Of the cases closed, 1,722 were immi- 
gration and petty offense cases. Based on the original FY 1994 appropriation request, 


as a group federal defenders realized 92.9% of their projected caseload, compared to 
92.7% and 95.7% for FY 1993 and FY 1992, respectively. 
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